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80 bim and the, heirs; male of his body, 
Zhi od: tamed, viſcount. Valencia, by king. ames the 
u 11% firſt, and baron, Mount-Norris, , by. king 
Charles the frſt;. and the PROT, 4 is heir 
male of Sir. Francis,. . 
Jo prove which,, being dallged all to- 
morrow to produe the patent or  iprollment ; 
"Mr. Charity Blake, was produced, ſworn, and 
examined was going to cighty- 
lhre years "old, her, maiden, name Anneſley, 
er father's name Morris, her gr; dfarher's 


. John, ho was the.ſop of  yiſcount' 1285 
485 Mt ir! 4 bags if 80am 


12 05 oy 


* Father 5 N was 7 35 and delice £2 was 
>, after. him g but that it will Ippear by 
2 5 de 93 e 2atens, what his name Was. 
* The-firſt lord Valentia had iſſue male the 
firſt earl of A; ngleſey, and her grandfather ; 


and the e he had more ſons. 
\. F 1% | 
* * 


four ſons, was ſo diftinguiſhed ? 


en ef ce a en 00d Cd g "2 ad" end ws ol Went e 
— W tack | Die A 29 April, 177. 1 N bus A 2 
N 3 5 ene en ne _ bb 
# ! * 2 . 0 * 0 
Mr e 100 RANEVA OH 15 * 
N 3 * 8 141 N 4 1 2 e ; 
I. 7035 Anneſley; the, petitioner, be- paid, there. to rema in Cu dest to the brder bt 
ing called upon, his agent, ſaid his , the cothmitjee, to be faffectel in the clerk's 
. ,counle] were not arrived, and he did not * preſence ; the petitibner Jun and Lord Vi. 
Know the committee was appointed to meet lentia to be at 1 6 to inſpe& and uke WE 
this day. He believed all the papets * nnn 
from England were brought over. 9252 Gier er PETR the Pegel ernie 
Walter Sweetman, Who brought the pa- 110 claiming theſe titles; ed. 
rs. from England, ſaid he received, them Tube Matter of Richard Aniieſley read. 
4 rom the clerk-afliſtant ; and two agents there, * Orcdefed to be taken ints conſideration by 
th and was directed to d liver them to f ſich. per- the committee at the ſame time a the p 1 | 
KY ap fonts as the Lords 1 ſhould appoint, . upon tion of John Anneſſeß. > 00 oh Fi ani! 
1 "the agents petitioning, the Lords that he mould The like liberty to e Wr to thofe 
band them over, being firſt paid ten guineas, papers given to the petitioner Richard, en 
Which was agreed to be Paid by the agents in 6 a proportion of the fees. © i 
England. * ies Si n 8 
05 wa was bc to lodge thoſe er witch Auel 10 the n a l 
b bl e Clerks of the lament n his bein ne 0e Daily" e ee 
j LOR get f got 1 . Le P * ae 415 n et n 226087) 48 
n ente a 2 4 PL ARG d MIT; £1 148 fi 2 01 the en l. RV we be Fu 190 8 T4 
2 0 ! : I; ve FI, 11 A. l J 
| = . petition of 155 bun Holes „. of refere ne, fe OO ER 
; * Wo * * Werd e 905 
as iq of Fight Anvizsiey,! and' WR . 6 read, 4 odd ag 
þ 1 * 2 . LA SSC) EF1 Elec N 
a ; $4.7 156 8 AN * Kits $424 Of xk  & 15 11411 1 4 # Lo n "RON 6 of 
8 «gt Yoo! nl N FO 2 . be called in in. e 7 | 550 5 . gp 1 ad 
Wet Ng 1 5 | 45 F i M44 245 A * 8 
\ | „Kell. „ Huy 10 1 job 115 eher Ys The PLP of ' Angleſe ey, Was made ſo by. k ing 
= "Oats. his caſe ; 39 that Sir. Francis Charles, The did not know but his game was | 
Annefley, his anceſtors. was by letters patent Francis, not being clear In the name. "_ wh FE. 


ay The firſt earl of Ang gleſey was ſucceeded 
in his titles of honour uy James, John, atid 
Arthur. Knows the petitioner very well, 
his grand father wasJohn Anneſley of Baſt vie: 
her uncle bis great Frandfather FRAY 3 
Annefley of 'Ballyſhantion, ho was the"fo 
of . Anneſley of Ball fſhannon. TO Nr 

ohn, the foo of Fr rancis, had fopt fans, 


named, Francis, Maurice, John and Robert. 


oO. WIe Je John 8 by 1 OP" = 
cular place Ff n N 
He had Ballyſax, 4 

"0 Do you mean that John, who hat! t 


the 


1 It was John, the third ſon. ohn Aber 
of Bally ax, Was fon of John of Ballyſharion, m 
John of Ballyſax left two ſons, Francis and 


Richard; 1 do not know but he bad more, 
but I know he had them. Tbey are both 


dead : Francis died "without | iſſue. male or 
A a ea female, 
2 


K 1 
2 — —ͤ—[—t ꝶꝶ or A ” 
1 * "as 


BY — r 
SSOP Neo APE he 4 — 


* by 0 k 
* Fg 4 V4 
"+ 


* * A. is 
t N 1 
* 
5 114 
in 
- 


female. Richid a two Tons, 1 =Y 


iſſue is John the petitioner. N 
I was very well-acquainted-with:all my fa 
wy: : knew Richard, late earl of Angleſey, 


"By Bo 14 had died without an 
40 mom har male of the firſt led 
1 father; i he #w iy npw hal ; Rd 
Jokn Anneſiey the petitioner : I-know of no 
other that has a light to it. 
Q. Who Was. conlidered by U the Family, * 
the life .of earl Richard, as the perſon to in- 


bl. t the honours ? 1 l 
Francis Anneſley ruined himſelf. 1 upo! "the 


tioner. In caſe of the death of Francis with- 
out iſſue male Riebard was confidered in 
the life of the late earl as intitled to the 
honours: F raneis, the eldeſt ſon of John of 


8 Ballyſhannon, died without iſſue; Maurice 


is dead without iſſue male; John was _ 
third ſon of John of Ballyſhannon. 

Q. Did you know an name of the eldeſt 
ſon of the firſt lord Valentia ? * 
Arthur, earl of Angleſey, was his name * 
the ſecond, my grandfathef: The firſt lord 
| Valentia had the earl of Angleſey and my 
grandfather, and T believe more ſons z one 
who was drowned in the Thames when going 
ambaſſador abroad; but I do not know his 
name, nor the names of any of £ the others, 


except thoſe two, 


* The witneh defied to have 305 the ſaid 


mito 2 1 * Lo ured in 1 life-time. of 
| s, Simpſon, with whom he Ive 15 eat 
wany years. Tue. daughters | 'by,, Sit imp n 


Ace, "Donovan. Cannot fore des 
| time it was that he married Mrs, D. 


Croſs examined. * Bor 1619 | 


Was you preſent at the matriag tof earl 
1 84 wich ther of thoſe _ kY. 
Was not. „enen rich! Wu, 
Did you ever tear he wis wertes to 
$lady named Pruft ? 1 9 
5 he Was wanted to a l yin Bidde- 

for : 
** Q% Did you bed wheeker that was before 
a the e with Simpſon? 


74 
1 4511 4 


gland 


1 Did you ever hear that be was marred | 
to anꝝ other woman or theſe three ? 
"Now. 


N other witch was ai,” 


N (UL 17 / 


5 Gen for Richard LAmeſle) rene c ea | 
in 5 and flated bis caſe, fy O'S. 


i N L W | * oF 5 2 BANG 2 * a 0 ; ; 8 a 
1 * » PU * 1 F > 4 * ? ts TW ©. 1. 9 ey” * e f ; | 
a F 5 f "yl 5 8 " 
. 4 34 A vt 7,0 bg TL * 1 . 6 0 i 
Ne ber, for ly father gave 1 10 
| Charles, and ſeveral daughters z ak hi“? bew, N M 


KY Mr. Recondin, "% 1 5 
Er ein be only necel 17 to is Jl at 


_ the. petitioner's caſe, by which it appears 
bet is the lawful iſſue male of Richard; who 
expectation. That Francis was uncle ofthe x pe- was lat poſſeſſed of theſe honours. He had; ct 


therine Salkeld, the daughter of William 


about 1740, 2 conſiderable intimacy with 
Mr, Stephen Hay, Who was married to Ca- 


Salkeld, a merchant, of extenſive | dealings, 


agreeable perſon and converſation engaged his 


uffections, and he propoſed marriage to het 
father, who, on account of ſome objections, 


rejected them. Hut her affections being en- 


1 integrity and property; He had another 
daughter called Anne. This intimacy natyz = 
rally introduced him into her Company: Her 


gaged by 1 he preyailed on her to conſent 


to 4 private marriage, and they wete married 


N Web to the rites of the Church of Enz - 


ediately al 


erwatds he informed 
'Mr. Hay and his wife, and introduced her ta 
them: But the family was not perfectly ſa- 
tisſjed with this clandeſtine proceeding, and 
was determined to have" it done again | 1a 


_ Auguſt 1742, a few months after the.private 


- marriage, 


defired to have the ceremony re-iterated, th 


which my lord had no objection; and it Wan 

then performed in the preſence of them and | | 
of major Py Mrs. Knight, and fe 
rw! cchabiteg as man and _ 
ni 125 9 wile while he RG in England, and in 


veral others. 


17423 'the petitioner | Was dorn, and great 


attention Was paid to bim. Soon after his 


birth” my Lord was under difficulties, and 


| oblige d to return to Treland to ſettle bis af 


earl Richard invited them an 
others to dine with Him in London, and in 
patticular the clergyman Who had privately. 
married them, Ou that occaſion Mr. Haß, 


ne with a declared i intent to return to tis | 


wife- and! 


I N * 3 Frg 1 1 £ 1 
* S 44 4 83 g 


tered into an improper connection with Ju- 
liana Donovan in Ireland, and on his return 
ſhe endeavoured to renew it, and to eſtrange 
his afſetions from his lawful wiſe, which ſhe 

f „ carried | 


* 
\ 


. As 


e C2 
1. 


her friends 3 but he had before ene i Gy | i ; 


ſchool in Roſs; where 
Lord's ſon... But. the claimant's mother was 


70 ; SO . 
_ v y - * x k _n 1 : 
* * 1 3 } $ 
8 
4% "I 


We” aig into execution partly, but not TY 
bis ſon and heir; My Lord went bütk and 
. _- " Frought bim to freland, kept binn at Cumo- 


In till ten years old, and tden al a be 
was treated as 4 


fo affected with his cond; and the mar- 
riage' ſet-up by Mrs. Simpſon; that the fell 
Iatv/a' conſumption; and died in 5 From 
her death, the undue influence of 

novan thereaſed; The claimant . in 


N - vhis fituation ignorant of his fatnily by his 


mother's ſide, and of his rights, until a late 


Inquiry before the Lords; which lead Mrs. 
Hiy to make inquiry after this child; whom 
| the always eſteemed dead. She found him, 
und gave him info 
too her own great ptejudice, und gave him a 


mation of his rights, tho 


5 proportion of the property which was his 


. 


Tight 3 and he has brought his claim veſdre 
the Lords as ſoon as Ager in 6 Ki Power: 


Bs 7 iN 


Aber Bini She: produced a 
and ſaid, ſhe was the daughter of Williain 
Salkeld, late merchant in London. 

Q. Was he à gentleman of confiderable 


+ 


70 dealings, or rin 5 0 1 aged ee a con- 


ſidered ? | ; 10 
His . 01 vid de hah for city 7 thou» 
fand pounds any daß upon change. | 


Q. Was the family | of your "TY a fac 


enily of conſeijuence a8 to reputation, or how 


dtherwiſe? 


| He was gtandſo 
of W hitehall in Cumberland ; ſerjeant Sal- 
kefd; who is well known, was 1 coulin of 
wy fer OG | 
My father had two other ee beer 
mie; their names were Ann and Mary. | 


I F was married to Mr. Stephen Ha DE the 


county of Wexford, © I knew Richard late 
earl of Angleſey, there was a very great in- 
timacy between bim and my buſband. He 


was iro into Mr. Salkeld's family by 


Mr. Hay, and dined there very} often. H. 
introduced himſelf more properly to my ſiſter 
Ann, whom he ſaw there firſt at dinner. It 
was in conſequence of his connection with 
Mr. Hay, that he was introduced inte the 


family of Mr. Salkeld, whoſe family-refided 
in Ale dtene Mag behind the Royal” X- 


change: From the firft time he faw'my fiſ- 


ter Ahn he made her frequent viſits: f pro- 
polſal of marriage ſucceeded that intimacy; 
the propoſal Was firſt made to o her and then to 


her father. Th 
hid ie e 


; $4 
. $ _ a by 


ö 1 to Sir Francis Salkeld 


What honing nnn between. 


Niem Mine N ay keit Niv⸗ 2111 bn 


chew 


R. met ene day in: Ste James's: Pia, and 


then he retiewed his viſttg in conſequence of | 


that rene wal a marriage happened: It Was a 


chappel. ne ena A ien ee, 1 
I was not \preſenit at this marriage, but 1 
2 wich her that day. I ſaw her always in 
y with him while he was in England, 
decay he cohabited with ber While he re- 
mained in England. He inttoduced her as 
Lady Apgleſey after the firſt marriage into 
my family, I mean my own family. The 
fir marriage was very diſpleaſiag to that fa- 


mily z for in the firſt place his lordſhip's cha- 


ractet was extremely bad? This private mar- 


n to be performed? 

No. Mg. Salkeldixas'fs wh. diſebliged 
that he did not ſee her after ſor ſome years. 
My huſband, Mr. Hay, deſired" a' further 
ceremony: I was preſent at a further cere- 
mony at my lord's houſe in | Bolton-row; in 
Auguſt, 1742. I cant remember the ex. 
act day, but it yas the beginning of Auguſt. 

Q. What was the occaſton and invitation 
of your attending there; and was there any 


ceremony of marriage; and between whom? 


There was a marriage between lord An- 
gleſey and my ſiſter Ann. This ceremony of 
martiage was performed by a reverend gentle 
man of my lord's acquaintance, whoſe name, 
to the beſt of my recollection, was Gold ; 
but I cannot ſpeak with certainty : he did 
officiate in the habit of a clergyman, and I. ſaw 
him frequently with my lord, and never ſaw 
him in any other dreſs! That ceremony was 
performed according to the form- preſcribed 
by the Church of England; and the prayer 
book W. 4 brought up by: one of ey e 
ſervants.” | 
ME bites" wich her deny ein he 


came over to Lreland upon the tryal of James 


Anneſley. My ſiſter was known afterwards by 


the title of Counteſs of Angleſey 3 : the was 


called by him Lady Angleſey. it 


' [I have been pteſent with him 00 aays 


while he was thete, d never a kim 
call her by any other. = 
A good many weite dioſent at' ne Cere- 
mony of marriage beſides me; there was 
majot Carrington and his wife, Mr, Watſon 
eco EG TIS 
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He Ae e be babes iwpeks after , 


private ceremony at May Fer, at Keichs 


rage was firſt known to my father within a 
5 few days after. It was on the fourteenth . 


fay; in the year / 4. 
* Did any of the family ane 2 Further 


5 
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n for the prayer bock. 


and I was godmother. 


15 My ſiſter died in 4749. 


e . bote l 1804 00 LY, 
0 bis Gi" So 89 1 my 
- tord's acquaintance, and Mrs Knight, with 
whom I lodged; and ſeveral others preſent at 
ae time, and my huſband Mr. Hay. „ TOG 
Mr. Hay is dead theſe 20 years, Ms. Car- 
Hapibn and his wife I believe to be both dead, 
I was told ſo, they were not of my acquain- 
tance, but I made an inquiry before I left 
England, and believe. they are. dead; Wat- 
ſon and his wife are both dead as I am told; 
Mrs. Knight is living; I can recollect the 
converſation between my huſband and lord 
Angleſey the day of that marriage, lord 
Angleſey was extremely pleaſed; at the 
thoughts of his. going to have a ſon and heir 


of his own, and upon Mr. Hay ſaying he 


imagined be would be tired of it by this 
time, he ſaid he was ſo far from repenting, 
he would do it again if it, was to do to mor- 
row, or to that effedt. Upon which, Mr. 
Hay ſaid, it might be as well done now as 
we have a reverend clergyman in the houſe, 
and then apon my lord's ringings/ a ſervant 


44 a 4 1 
l 


Qi. Did he treat her with afeQion 2 vi 
In the moſt; tender manner, and with all 


. From aten any lady equld, "_- ſoa her | 


Huſband. 87 
There was a child Ns 8 ae pn” 
| Vitation, Mr. Richard "mor thax is the 


preſent claimant, _ 


z 


That child was born i in pi Boks of his 


father and mother in Bolton-row, and very 
great rejoicings were upon the occaſion, Upon 
the birth of that child thoſe rejoicings. were 
ſhewn by the father, who treated that child 
as his ſon and heir; and as lord Akham, | ,. 

The ſponſors were major Carrington, one 
485 Green, a nephew of lord Angleſey 's, 
This child was not 
put out to nurſe till after lord Angleſey came 
to Ireland. Elinor Fetherſton was bis wet- 
nurſe in the houſe till there was no further 
oecaſion for, her while lord Anglelry. lane a 
| houſe at all. VALE, 
: - 1 ord Angleſey, returned to Ireland, in Au- 


3 guſt after the birth of the ohild which was in 
Match, the March after the firſt matriage, he 


Was obliged. to come oyer upon @. cauſe be- 

ö tween him and James Anneſley, who was 
* ſuing for the titles and the eſtate. 

He was in very great diſtreſſed ee, 

&es from the firſt time I knew, bim. 4 v7; 2 
471 40 OY 

She died of « conſumption. She never was 

in Ireland in her life, c 

Q. Was chat diftemper increaſed from any 


y OY ? 


'a marriage 


England called Wodenhall, 


| gleſey,, his father. 


into the army. 


| thing we enjoy. | that I m 


MEE 275; | 


in Fn tom 8 nes 3% at T4 Wc 1 
bis neglect. But her grief was occaſioned: by 
ſhe heard, of between him and one 
Mes. Simpſpn in Ireland, who tus; 61h 
lordſhip, _ , 4 1M „ J . b . q 

My mother was intitled to a property in 
Foglind, which 1 and a a/fiſter I have enjoy, 
an eſtate very well known in the north * 


That child was between three or four — 
old when he left England, he was removed to 
Ireland in 1746, to the beſt of my memory it 
was immediately after the tryal of thoſe un- 
happy lords. He was. Crna by Jad An- 

Since her death numerous inquiries were 
made after him, and a general belief of the 
family Was, that. he was, dead; but. there 
were various accounts, ſome that he was gone 


Q. If known Sy be 94, 5 25 time of the 


| death: of his e Re? he be ee to 


i Na . 93 enn 11 wg a f 
5 $10 4,8 hots 5&9 „ I Gp Wes af ” : 22 
Th ion was obj 
x * | 4 
The Queſtion was bjected 7 
4 9 : Ms . 1 5 ann * 3 * 8 4 55 


G. What 3 inquiry did you make? 

I. deſired counſellor Hippeſley to ier 
inquiry for him; it was from my affection to 
him; and as | he had an equal right to any 
A 2 Ae! Wen. | 


0 examination ty Far sehen., 89 


That Bocband ofa mine is not now living, 
my preſent huſband is living, he is in an in- 


dependent ſituation in life, and ever was; 


he is not of any profeſſion; he was brought 
up a gentleman, and js; of landed property 
both in Cumberland and Yorkſhire... _ 
T intermarried with him SRO, St. Tho- 
mas- s Day; fourteen years | laſt. 
1 matried Mr. Hay in, 1740, at that = 
berwas, an officer i in a foreign ſervice, in the 


French ſervice, he wðas a captain, he was 


in poſſeffion of that commiſſion at. the time 
of my. marriage, he never did return to the. 
French ſervice, he died i in Jannary 1749-50. 
L think he did not remain in England from 
the time of my marriage with. him till his 


a . death,. he did not go to France from the time 


of my marriage, he went to Germany to the, 


Spa and many other places during my mar- 


riage. He had been in the Pruſſian ſeryice 
beſides, after my marriage; I cant tell ex- 
aQly at what time he went into the Pruſſian 

, Brview 
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nage, for which T cat 
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congreſs was held at Aix. He went in hopes 
to recover his health and; did not: And way. 
obliged to retire from any. ſervice, He: ſaid, 


he had a commiſſion of lieutenant colonel i in 
the Pruſſian ſeryvice: He returned from that 


ſervice 3 I believe, in 1747, for it, could not 
be very long. Uh G06 ae leg a 


Pruſſian ſervice. 
Q. What do you mean by longs was it 
half a year or a quarter of a year? 

I can't be more. particular. I heard kim 


fop he had a lieutenant colonel's commiſſion. 
1. ſuppoſe he entered into that ſervice as a 


lieutenant colonel from 1740 till he went in+ 


to the Pruſſian ſervice z; he certainly did not 


receive any pay in the French ſervice, for he 
had given up that commiſſion in the French 
ſervice. 'At the time of my marriage he 
certainly had à commiſſion, he did not 
give up that commiſſion till after my mar- 
give a very good rea- 
ſon; becauſe he had a duel and could not very 
well return. I dare ſay that it was a year 
after the marriage that he gave up his com- 
miſſion; from the time of the marriage he did 
not receive any pay as a French officer; he 


had other property, money, all the property 
bis uncle lord Galmoy died eee. WhO 


was himſelf in the French eres... - 
I can't tell what he was left by pill oe it 

was left to him before I was married; no 

doubt he had ſome of that money at the time 


£2 of my marrying him. My marrying him was 


tell What year. 


not with the conſent of my father 
Mr. Hay was not in diſtreſſed eircumſtan. 

ces in 1743, nor in 34a, nor in 1741; in 

1745 his circumſtances were ſuch as to live 


like a gentleman; he was not in, affluence 
nor was he in indigence ; he was not in 


1745 in diſtreſſed ame to my Won. 
ledge. dP 43/9 11 | TORTS Can 
I did know 58 like lord Doneraile, I can 't 
He was an acquaintance of 
Mr. Hay's at the time of my marriage, and 
was ſo long before ; he was not an acquain- 


tance of my ſiſter 1 1d⁰ not know * 


ſhe knew him 
My father's. xoafads for faking ee to 


thy marriage Was both from his character and 
circumſtances as he then ſtood ; my father 


and I had converſations on (his ſubject. His 


Character was ſufficient if there had not been 


any gther; I never. did hear my father men- 
tion any other reaſon but thoſe two: Fa- 


thers do not commonly give reaſons to their 
children for their refuſal. I did not marry 
with my father $s conſent, my father did not 


my ſiſter; or me, for w 


give me RENE” TO fortune inde-, 
pendent of my father: he 44 not give me 
any portion. ,, os ht; 913 101 
..Qz What, was that fortune of yours at the 
time of your marriage? nen in er ene 
I ſubmit whether Lam oblige to anſwer 
ſuch a gueſtion. 1. 
' I had one thouſand 'poynds, okra ; 
I came to it by an aunt. that left it to me, 


her, name was Ellin Abney; that was leſt 
to me a child. 1 can't tell whether ws | 


or how i it Was left to me. nt a NR 
Q. Do;you remember that aunt Abney? * 
Wh do. not. Wis 7 3 HTS n 125 N 


2 Ho did you know t then? 


SH) 1 


ag ts 


Becauſe my grandfather had it ang ; paid | 


me the intereſt of it. My; grandfather was 
not living at the time of my firſt marriage; 


he died in 17313 from that time to 1740 my 
grandmother | paid me the intereſt, ſhe. died 
in 17593 no, it was in 1749-30. M father 
was never perfectly reconciled to me after my 
marriage, but I have been at his houſe, but 


more frequently ſaw. him at; other people's 
houſes z my father died in June or July 17549 


during his life he did not give me any portion, 
he made a will, but left no legacy to me. 
1 do not know. that be did make a will, for 


that. i is to be determingd; yets-there is a 95 


teſt about ĩ It. A * 2 T1 
Ican't tell, what fortune my "Woe ie Jaig 

ed with my ſiſter my lord aſked only 2000). 

She was aged eighteen at the time of her 


$ $: + 4. 3 


marriage. I was about twenty then. Jcan- 


not conjecture, what fortu e he would give to 
he lived he did 
not intend to part with; any of his money. 1 


always underſtood it to be his reſolution. not 


to part with any og to his children in his | 


ind vin ne 


j * 1 7 


My father 1 in very 3 15 ee | 
1 cannot tell how much. 1 did ſuppoſe, he 


was very rich; his effects were left in the 
hands of a truſtee, one Manby a bookſeller, 
I cannot. tell what was the amount. The 


conteſt, relative to that will is not yet deter- 


mined; the perſons contending are à ſiſter 


and . brother-in-law of mine, who are con- 
tending with the truſtee, for the effects. The 


queſtion in that ſuit Was, whether my fathet 
made a will or not. If that was my father's 
will, he does not mention ſcarcely any, for 


tune ; they, who made it, knew nothing of 
the matter. It did mention the Croſs-keys 


inn in Grace Church-ſtreet, and an eſtate 


near Vork, and library and furniture 3 it 
does not mention, what that perſonal fortune 
B % 5 | 


Was, 


ui, $11 - 
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Win The Sate in Fork be has left to 
my ſiſter. Mary” Preſeot, and every” thing im 

the will left to her; there was fome thing 
left to à clerk of his and the clerk's wife, 
who was his ſervant, Mrs. Preſcue L delleve 
was execttrix,the4s the perſon who: date bie 
all for her life; 3 the remainder Was td a nes 
phew of my fathet's;/ ho is ſince dead. I 


think it was the nent immediate remiinder; M 


but will not be ipoſitive. - Mrs: Preſtot was 


left ſole executrix without her Huſband F that 


will is in Doctors Commons; that Will is 
not in litigation now; Mrer Preſcot is 
in diſpute with the truſtee ; the will is proved 
a | good while 4896, more than ſeyen ycarb a- 
80 there was a conteſt about the proof of 
that will; it did not laſt four or five years. 
I had à caveat in the Commons about "three 
months; I did i ___ interfere RIPE wy entering 
chat cavrat. 15 n 
My father Jen 90 fob if that will Was ſet 
aſide; I certainly ſhould be intitled to one third 
of the perſonal fortune, en 
Mr. Hay called after the marriage of my 
filter to lord Angleſey; and the child was 
called lord Altham; my father never was is re- 
coneiled to her after the marriage; J do not 


: It it 2275 411 


know whether he ever ſaw his ſon-inzldr, 
dut believe he did- He did fee his daughter 
for he went to Mihhin Sis 


the counteſs 
ber, but T'do fit know whether he fa her, 
he'faw her after the pe A | ed many 
times before her death. ; 
I do not know my father Had any relations 
in London. They had friends and acquain= 


F * * 


tarice there. Never any of the family viſited 


ber at all afterwards, till his return from 
Ireland, till the affalr was oVẽErr. 

Neither 1; or my ſüſter; or my father at 
that time heard of Mrs. Simpſon; my ſiftet 


heard of it firſt, when lord Angleſey. ſent 
ler to the care of my ſiſter, 


three daughters o 
their names were Dorothea, Cary, as they cal- 
led her, or Caroline I believe and Eliza- 
beth, I do not Know Dotothes” "now 3 
I ahn told ſthe'married one Dubois; lie ſent 


 6ver theſe three daughters, after he came to 


Ifeland; before bis tryal came on; I can't tell 
whether that Was in 1743 or not.” T faw a 

letter from my lord; wherein he tells of it, 
| kid tecdithmetided thoſe young ladies 'to the 
care of iny fiſter; he calls them his daugh- 
ters, 1 do not belighe he does by their chriſ- 
tian names, büt Calls them hie three daugh 
ters, I do not know what he called them; I 
never ſaw them. They continued" with my 


iter as long as my hiter” would con- 


the covers were directed, büt 1 dare Tay they 


eclled to my ſiſter Ann for this marriage, and 


5 ex pay ot 


unde with em; beat ich bse longs 6b 
ſave tHdt letter, T canifiet tell ho. ir . 
drefſes;' 1 Had inot that carioſity to l O 
the back, I de not Know Whether ir Was dle 
refed to! hernt all, or whetffer there whs => 
direction upon it. I have ſeeti ſeveral 

from lord Angleſey, they never were direRet 
to her; always ine loſdd to major. Carrington. 
y ſiſter was commonly known by the title 
of Angleſea alter the marriage) Whether 
thoſe letters were ſent open dr under ſeal 80 
Carringtoh I cannot ſuy; but he always figned 
himſelf her äffectionate hufband. I beſers 
they were not ſent open; I eannot tell How 


were directed to her in the proper ſtyſo. 
My mother died in 1764, and was recons 


was with her at Mili 
I did hot take up any goods from 605 
men in London in ms 1 did not in 1743 
put myſelf into mourfüng, nor ſet! up" ann 
equipage in chat year. I had a waiting · jobz 
if you call that an equipage, + Mr. Hay was 
then living 3 T' had ſuffleſent to defray any 
e mould enter into at that time: 
What was your huſband's: income by 
/ Kimaſelf, and by you at that time? 
I' never - knew; never "aſked him, be bad 
not 5001. a year I date ſay my huſband un- 
happlly played pretty deep, ſo that ſome years 
he might have had more perhaps. 
"XX; Fog you wp lor debt in neg? wy 


"$43 4411 


ab whieher 1. wr really narties of not i 
it was no debt of mine; it was a debt by or- 
der from my father while I was with him; 1 
fuppoſe it was to diſcover whether I was mar- 
ried'or not. 1 cannot tell what other view 
my father could have. I did not cohabit with 
him till 17425 1 did not in 1740, but from 
1742 till his death my facher Neu did 
Kno L lleed with him, ' 1 
From May to Auge n 1 certainly 
aig viſit my ſiſter; and ane en her as mar- 
ried to lord Angleſey.” e 8.708 et 
The conberſation at the ame of the ſecond. 
marriage was after dinner; there never had 
been an talk of à ſechnd marriage before 
that converſation.” ' That ' ſecond matriage 


Vas not defired by ty father; he never was 


thoroughly reconciled with me for my mar- 
riage, nor with Mr. Hay Who did not viſit at 
my father's aftet the matriage; ; I do not know 
that he had viſited there upon the fame terms 
a before; he did not viſt after the  rhactlage | 
at hn # father's, . 


2 Then 


1 


2. Then how.could he WIE __ 

It was at our lodgings: he. way infraducetl. 2: 
my lord. introduced; jhidſelf into the family, 
he introducgd higaſelf.. to. my father. He 
firſt got acquainted with-my ſiſter, at my hal- 
band's lodging. I was ſent to the North in 
1740, becauſe my father thought to prevent 
the marriage between me and Mr. Hay, :L 


London in the beginning of March, 1941-24 
J was married in the year 1740: I did not 
tell my father at that time, that L was mar- 
ried. when I returiied, I went to my father; 
but did not ſtay with.) him at all L did 
not ſtay a night in the houſe. Mr. Hay _ 
in London. I did fee my father on my te- 
turn; and then told him I was matried. The 
teaſon why I then told him I wat married; 


and not before, was, that I was more afraid 


before, and I had told my mother of it, aud 
ſhe acquainted my fathef. My father was 
diſpleaſed, n Mithere on 11 Ae. 
n. a + 610% 
Q. How bd fen has it PIR your father 
| tried this experiment to have you atreſted ? 
I believe, it was about two months after 
my return to London. When I left my fa- 
tber's, I told him 1 was going to my huſband. 


My ſiſter was conſtantly called lady Angle 


ſey, I never heard by any other name. She 
was viſited as ſuch, but received few viſits. 
I never ſaw perſons of diſtinction in Aer 
1 She was conſtantly called ſo. 4 

Till his return in 1746 ſne went 150 
the North; and lived with her mother, imrbe- 
diately after Mr. package — Came over 
with. bis father cn; 4% 9 

I cannot name ang of her ven ese 
| 2743 and 1746. L ei en 

From 1743 till his en n England the 
Aided twelve months at Mill- hill and Bolton- 
row, till her own mother took her away; 
1. cannot tell when ſhe took ber away, 
but it was before my lord's return; but J can- 
not tell how long before. She did not return 
from the North to meet my lord. She was 
with me and my huſband, but 1 cannot tell 
how lang. Sbe had 'a wet nuife fourteen 
months in. the houſe, then ſhe went to. liut 
with her mother; and it was in obedience 
to her mother, ho had heard of the affair of 
Mrs. Simpſon, and inſiſted ſhe ſhould leave 
the/houſe 7 I believe that was in 174, but 
cannot ſay whether it was in 1744. She Went 
with my mother to |Bloomfbury«ſquare, but 
1 cannot tell how long ſhe reſided there, but 
the reſided either with me, or at my lord's 
bouſe, or with my mother. 


ſaid almoſt two years there, and returned. tu 


tomb. 
1 over bs ſon eee 


„My 68enwever halt hear! of that coonites | 


non beforty: to:thykaowEdgh'; burſbe, maſh 
haye khoyet it biffare that, Hocquſo af; that 
letter abqut the daugfiters. 1% fal 16 095d 

My ſiſter did jimmetliately; come to my. lord 
after. bis returns: but never did Ireſide with 
bim i there never way gay ohabitation after. 

The child was: in Mr. Carrington's- bands 
at the time af my Jord's! return 1 lord 
was to ſupport it. It une upon his iche 
was: ſupported. It was by his order hel wug 
put dare. I cannot tell whether my lotd 
did pay. My ſiſter did not, pay any thing 


towards the mainteiance. She had the ebilt 


brought frequently to ſee her during that 
time. She. did not abſent derſalf from the 


child during a confiderable part of that time; 


- þ cannot-: tell-whether' my ſiſter had heard 
of the marriage with Pruſt:;before or fert 


She muſt have heard of it before, for my. lord 


was then in ſecond moutuing for that lady. 


My ſiſter believed he never bad children by 
Pruſt, then ſhe muſt dave known thoſe three 


young ladies were the daughters of Simpſon. 
I did not know a woman of the name of | 


S AA Ä ne in 3k 
I have heard of. 4 dend daughter a. my 


loud” of the name of Ann; bot never ſaw 


her; I have heard, and believe ſhe was in 
tte houſe 'of MIl-hill/: I believe ſhe. was ſent 
there, to . ſon of this nt date 


tt . k kt K 140 


he went. The boy's mother was unwilling 


16 part with him, and way: afraid he would 


Hot baye. the ſame treatment as under her on 
eye: She very frequently ſaw him in the 
mean time, and he was/brovght to ſee her. 

Mu -ifter. died in February, 1749 4 She 
very oſten enquired for this boy, and many 
letters wete wrotr to my: Joxd by Carrington 
and his wifes: but never could get any anſwer. 
I nevet ſaw thoſe detters but am very ur 
there were many ſuch; letters, L A1 

Q. Was information fought-from any aber 


perſon by your ſiſter 7 | it i192} wy} A} 
I I belidve no perſem w ſb likely. as Car- 


rington z but there were ether means, ſor 


have wrote to my lutd myſelf ſeveral times, 


but I do not kno that my iſiſter rote during 
that time between 174g and 746. L do not 
know but / my mother might: I do not know 
whether froin my father, but W wes: from 
my ſelf, but no anſwer. Nen 25% nor bi 1 304 
che continued the flo: — Undy Angleſey 
am lh origin "YR 
I cauſed an inquiry e countfaller' Hig- 
peſley, I believe four or five years ago. I 
believe 
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believe mote : 1. billeve- e e whe 
years. From him I received no account till 
about four years ago, for Mr. Hippeſley has 
been at Bath ever ſince his-return'from Ire- 
land, and I Was in the North, "About three 
years ago, I believe, he gave me an account 
that this perſon was living.” It was part of 
my inquiry in what männer he was 8 
ang by what name he was called. 5 

- I ſaw one named Connor, an -atrvkooy; 


My huſband had not been much in the county 


of Wexford many years, No doubt this 


was a'matter of Labin in the county of 


Wexford, Not above two years ago that I 
knew he was living. I did not receive the 
account from Mr. Hippefley's own mouth; 
but from a gentleman in London; called 
Luſh, in Roll's-buildings, who told me that 
he was Mg that wo he told: it to 
him. 

I did not hog when that matter was eters 
mined by the lords. 

I am acquainted with the bandomrcng a 
my wow One”. 1050 
1 5 * to hy, which 5 ſaid war not 

her buſband's hand wn" th Lens 
| Two nr letters, 1% f 


I cannot ſweat to the hand rana of Mr. 
Richard Anneſley, I have ſeen him write; 


have ſeen him with a pen in his hand, as that 


gentleman has. I do not know — I 
ſhould know his hand writing. 

Q. When did you communicate to Mr. 
Richard Anneſley. That o had a . to e 
honours? ö 

To every 
this Mr. Hippeſley, I ſuppoſe; was the perſon 
"who communicated it here in Dublin. 1 
communicated it to Mr, Richard himſelf not 
twelve months ago: It is within twelve 
months; it was in London. I believe it 
* in July wy dut cannot age it on ny 


ceived letters from him; but I do not-.know 
whether this paper is his hand "weeing 11 
cannot form a belief about it. 
About two years ago I alle theiinkors 
mation from Luſh: I did not know where to 
inquire, but 1 defired Mr. Hippeſley to do ſo; 
but 1 did make many inquiries; did not re- 
veive any information at all. My late huſ- 
band had a brother in the county of Wer- 
ford, but I believe he is not living. L have 


1 0. 4 1 


4 p 1. e 


= 3 i a 


Fw ks b.% * * 
* \ * 

ws. $f 4 7 

a v 15 - $ 


time ? 


body Ori I adds" meet! e 
as the letter mentions. 


; had a child by. 
4 Tod Mr. Richard Apt — 
but cannot ſay T know bis hand. I have re- 


tt). 


been told ſo two 51 280. 1 billees he 


had two or three nephews,” I never wrote 
to any of my huſband's friends in "Wexford 
about it, ſor I was not acquainted with them. 

- My lord made bimfelf the propoſal to my 
ſiſter, not my huſband;' and my lord hickfelf 
made it to my father: 1 was' not preſent at 
the time of the propoſal I heard my father, 
and I beard my lord ſay ſo, more than once. 
My father was offended with me at that time; 


- but yet I ſaw my father many times, bong, of | 


_ was wht we vm ao ff „ 31 


7 
WE 4 + 


o examination on the part of Jobs audi, | 

1 have. heard of þ a woman ef the name: of 
J uliana Donovan, and heard my lord ſpeak of 
her ſix or ſeven or eight months after the mar- 
riage, and that was owing to a letter he had 
received from that lady. I did ſee that let- 
ter, not the name ſigned thereto; I am very 


40 


"Rn it was not ſigned „ 


„C. What did my bord foy of her at a 


«it | Tas” ol 


The uin Go ales) 10 5 a 
ſaid ſhe wiſhed to be Os . WAS _ 


Lal ſialen. 7 


lle did not treat her Wen en benen 
My lord's language was ſometimes extremely 
vulgar, with oaths, damned her for a bitch, 
and ſome very unbecoming language. The 


2 4. ig 


lady, by the account he gave of her himſelf, | 


was in a very indifferent fituation of life; a 
dependant on my lord; wanted ſome mon 
or ſupport from him; and had a child by him, 
] think the letter de- 
fired ſubſiſtance for her and her child by the 
earl of Angleſea. She ſtiled herſelf a duti» 
ful ſervant. I have heard him ſpeak of her 
more than once; never as a wife, but as of 
a low ſtation in life, and as of a ſerrant he 
I gave very little credit to 
any thing he ſaid. He ſent her no money at 
that time, but did afterwards. at the repeated 
inſtances of my ſiſter and myſelf: He Tet 
* en 1 18 ow or "Wh A e | 
73 was: rg aboiit a year of three quat+ 
ters: before my ſiſter. Wok OO ene 
After I went to Mr. Hay's houſe I did: not 
viſit frequently at my father's : My father 
was not as enn CLE at the time of 
the 


7 144 41. x 
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ide marriage of wy Eder. My filter did viſit 


"A wo e 4 
* . 


. receiving them, 


frequently at that time, and with the know- but it was his. intereſt, leſt they ſhould be 


| ledge of my father did viſit there. My father 


+ had no other fault with me but that marri- They were called miſs Si 


age, and therefore had nothing to fear by 
letting my ſiſter come to ſee me, or me her. 
bad committed no great offence; n dan 
Thoſe three ladies were recommended by 
| lotd:Anglcſea as three daughters he had by 
one Mrs, Simpſon. My fiſter muſt have 


| known it from They lived with her 
oP N * lefe i dg TG wr Dey 


prejudicial: to bim at the time of his trial. 


| nn a. bale 
ladies. « 1 12 8 11 1 Ts W | hy 


"x4 My arreſt was not Hl afer my iter, mir 


| Tying lord Angleſea., 8 N 

e h ant him fay, det bis Goitand heir, 
- whoever he would be, would „ vp 
the eka and honours of the family, 
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Mr. Lodge, tepury e cl of he rolls, * the nels of he the patents bb creation Y 


an n Mount - Norris. 1 ei oh. e J 81 I 
| Aecont witncs called on the part of the prtcioner Richards | 
Elizabeth Knight, examined by ths! Record. Dan 5:1 {rn 
* e . $i 9 21 2 145 | 4 4 fic et ' 


Was 75 . old the 6th of dromabier 
'"Jaft, born in 1697 ; was firſt married in 
Hi to Thomas Carr, afterwards married to 
John Knight, he followed no buſineſs); he died 
In two months after he married ; about 15 ot 
16 years ago, My firſt husband Was a n 
draper on the Strand: he died in 1731. 

Q. Aſter his death where did you live, and 
how get a livelihood ? \ 

Thad money at "WY and took a tag 
houſe and furniſhed it to let lodgings. 

Q. Was. you. acquainted with Mr. and 
Mrs. Hay, in any, and what year ? 

They came to lodge with me in 1742. 
Q. Was you acquainted with Ann, fiſter 

of Mrs. Hay, in tht your # + 5 
1 b 

Did you viſit her in any, and what 
character, in that year? 

She came to lodge with me. Lady N. 
gleſea, that was Ann Salkeld, before the 
married, came to lodge with me. 1 

Qn what ſtreer did lord Angleſes ive 
this time ? 

In * pL 

Q. Do you recolle& Nun w with bim in 
Auguſt, 1742, upon any, and what invita. 
don eee e | 


0 
0 1 


. 
. 
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pe hs ts n 80 


Hay, I vent wich them there: I wanted to 
come away, but my lord inſiſted upon my 
dining there. E w RATHER, 1742, Ican- 


not tell the day. company dined 
there that day ;, there was a major and his 


wife, he was very intimate in the family, I 
cannot recolle& his name; but ſhall preſently, 


for I am of a great age. There was a clergy- 


man there, and ſomebody: elſe, but T don't | 


know who, for it is ſo long ago. Mr. and 
Mrs. Hay were there that das or elſe T you 
not been there. © / 

After dinner lord Angles al Me. Hay 
had ſome converſation- which I did not mind 


the fitſt of; but 1 heard Mr. Hay lay, I 


thought you would have repented of it; con 
he ſaid, No, he would do it again with 
ſure,” They were joking with my lord 
my lady's being with child; and he ſaid, de 
did not rear, but would do it again; and 
er book was brought, and the ener 
ſaid Wer:. ien Did ai 4: 
- Carrinz 
2 Vhat ceremony was i 0 was prefent 
at { 
The Ai e * as no rvidence is 


given relative to any ceremony, 
O 


0 ” 
4 4 


2 What 


ton was the major's name. if. 


- 
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n clergyman, the 


1 him firſt to me; 


Fogland, to which I en 972 qa rr 


vii. 1 ik YI ae (Fo ver AY "I ork. 37 145 bt T4 Le, TY 


lab vs N N e 261 | 


of marriage be- L 7 ad, Mes, Hay came to lodge in R 


tween lord and lady Angleſea. I cannot tell houſe in x942 3 1 think it was in July. : 


; {beard | 


0 how thb "clergyman was d reſſedi 140 not re- do not knom where they lodged before ; did 
collect; but he was a clegyman, for 
my lord ſay he had performed chat ceremony do lodge with; merz did not know, any of 
Abetqͤre for them ; and think * name was Mes: Hay's family before that time: 

Gold, but I am nct poftti we... 


not know either af them before they went 


continaed to lodge about three mbhths at 


Q Did lord Angleſea ſay where that for- that time; but they lodged ſeveral times at 


mer ceremony Was performed? 90 
I did not hear him ſay Pants only. that * 
mad done N. ˙ . —— 
Q: Who were the perſons preſent at the c ce- 
remony? | ARIAS. 4 W 
Major Carrington and his with, who were 
Arangers to me at that dme, and more con- 
pany; but cannot tell who; and Mr. and 
Mrs. Hay were b,, e ee 


After this time had you enn, 
10 Ehad not any acquaiatanee with my Jotd ;- 


1 never ſpoke to hun, tho 1 da him one 


or twice. 


Q. Had you'any. dunner. vic lay 
Angleſea? 


Tes, the often viſited Me. and, Mes. Hay 10 
both before, while her ſiſter lodged at my 


houſe, and after they went aways her lady- 


ip was pleaſed to honour me with, her viſits. 
During your acquaintance . after. this 


all T Was ſhe treated t hn. e for 2 
Vs as lady Angleſea. Sho died of 3 
e conſumption or broken heart, I do 


not know wen 1 mean by an inward de- 


Nn 1 To ws 1 4 


7 Was there any ſublequent iſus.of that 


marriage? i e 
10 There was thengwMe, Richard Anneſley ; 
e was brought to my houſe when a month 


| everal.. times lat Mrs. 3 Carrington s. Mrs, 


Hay happeneg once to be to ſee me when the 


child was brought to me: 8 
whether more than once. M e cs! 


„ln what light was inis ovidemkdecd 


a treated . W bla 06109. ioc 

As lord Altham, they told we. OT 

. Wbat kind, of attendance paid him 3 
I cannot tell, but a maid and nurſe n 

and aſter wards a maid came 

with him when he.could walk about the room; 


be was in a blue and filver coat. I do not 


recolleRt the name of. e Wer 


is now Mrs. Buntin. vc 


. Where i 18 ſhe LY 2 
She was here peſterdiy, I believe, 


Vinh * Kr! ths 
3 VHS 
AC 2 


ceremony of marriage, in what wee 


er five, weeks glad, and I ſa him sfterwards 


my houſe from July about three months, to 


the beſt of my remembrance; it might not 


be quite ſe long; might want ſome days of it. 
They took the lodging by the week ; cannot. 


tell how much a week; but think it muſt be 


about a guinea, for I have a very good houſe, 


and n6 cheap rooins, I aſſure you. They 
did lodge at my houſe at other times, more 
than bnce or twice. Mr. Hay went abroad 
ſome where to the Wells, and I did not fee 


them for two of three: years, but | kala 


three years from that time, 

Q. Did you often viſit at lord Angleſea' $ ? 
No, never from that day, it was by chance, 
never before that day was there. I had ſeen 
lady Angleſea before that day come to viſit 
her ſiſter at my houſe: her Jadyſhip had in- 


vited me. ſeveral times, but I did not go; 
that day. They were ſtrange acquainta 
to me; I had not ſeen. bis lordſhip at leaſt, 


and did not chuſe to go: I went, as ſhe had 


deſired her ſiſter to bring me upon the invita- 
tion 3. L was in the humour of going then. 8 


1 never had any converſation. with lord 


Angleſea after that day, unleſs once I might 
have made a courteſy ot ſo, when he called 


with Mr. Hay, but I. d not know whether | 


he did or not. I ſaw the lady at my 123 
houſe, | My lord was. apt, to wear, I. b 
ſeveral people of faſhion, V where was better 
en "iy If 8 ® obot tv: THE) re on > 
N Was it a folemn ceremgny ? + 95 
It was a very ſolemn ceremony. N 


Hay 


Q. Was it done in a jocular Cas Ne 79 


I cannot. tell, No, the ceremony En hp 


performed in joke. «L heard him ſwear two 
or, three times. Lneyer. was in his company 
— then; It was about twelve o clock when 
we went out; * 1 ſuppoſe 1 we dined, at the uſual 
bour, but cannot tell: I ſpent the evening 
there, This ceremony 1 was after acute 5 we 
did not leave the room. WF cir 
„. Was the bottle on, the. table y ee 


„Ido nat know that: cannot recollect 5 do | 


not know whether they ſent away the bottle 


before the ladies went. It was not half an 


hour after dinner that this ceremony was. 


Q, How | 


44 


Q How e * 


It was upon ſpeaking of my lady s being 


Wich child. My" lord mentioned it, being 
overjoyed at it, and he was bragging that his 
wife was witk child: Mr. Hay-ſaidy Ithought 


vou would be tired. of marrim any by this 


time, No, ſaid he, I would do it again. I 
know not. how many people were there; 
there was a ſtrange perſon or two that I did 
mot knòw of, ot mote; there was not hälf a 
dozen more, for that would Rays: made. E 
large table indeed. 


| 1 viſited lady. Angleſea after this, after lord 
| Angleſey was gone to Ireland 1 believe; but I 


cannot tell how long that was after; I did not 


ſee lady Angleſea for a great while after; I 
believe ſhe; went dut of town to a cνẽ, ry 
Houſe; ſhelodged: with Mrs: Le Sagey' a wi- 
dow in King's-ſtreet, St. James's-ſquare, 
When I viſited her; I cannot tell whers ſhe 
went when lord Angleſea went to Ireland; but 


believe to en 1 45 not er N er 


aan there 
The child ak MajorCatrigatoo's, and 


nurſe and all; 1 cannot tell where major 


Carrington lived; I do not know any thing 


bf. him or captain Hay, or what regiment 


they belonged to; he did not live in Fetter- 
lane, I did not viſit him there; I did not 


viſit major Carri nigton; but happened atci- 
dentally to call at the houſe with one of my 


lady's ſiſters; I do not know what buſineſs 


he followed, nor whether he wore 2 u 
nan bim bat twice: 


The ſiſter's name was Maty ea the 


was. not married then, ſhe was then Mary 
Salkeld z we went to buy ſome things we 
wanted, and ſhe told me ſhe would call at 


that place; I was intimately acquainted with 


that young lady both before and after; I did 
not know her before Mrs. Hay went to lodge 
at my houſe, ſhe did not live at her father's 
at that time; I can't tell where ſhe liyed, 


ſhe came to ton on à viſit; but - ſhe 
lives an. me three years after that time I 
her father was in the city, and liv- 
edi in' Red-lion-ſtreet ; ſhe did not lodge with 
me while ſingle, but after ſhe was married 
to Preſton ; I believe ſhe was then with her 


ſiſter Hay, but don't know where ſhe lived; 
don't know whether ſhe lodged in the City 


or Weſtminſter, am not fure whether it was 


not at that Mrs, Le Sage's, but know not. 


l believe the mbther of thoſe. ladies li ved 


in Yorkſhire with her Mother Mrs, Jackſon, 


near Doncaſter; I believe ſhe did not live 
with her huſband at that time, but with her 


mother; I know not the cauſe of the ſeparation, 


K mY). Ok „ 


{Qs Did youderdrtboae bf ITO of 
an. 7 a ng lr pg with another 


Man? 


% ag E 2 955 ty! 7 


Never. e nor did I mak it 
my buſineſs to inquite Mr cauſe * we pa- 


ON; A l Wn i : N 


1 Qi/ Whab title did Mr. Wesen . 


Captain Hay, we always called him 11 
can't tell in what ſervice; but believes he was 
abroad 2 I have ſeen ſeveral-gentlemen come 


to viſit him; a French gentleman or two; I 


| believe! his religioh was the church of Eng- 


land; but cannot ſay ; ſhe was, for I have 


goue to church with her: I know. nothing 


about his religion cannot form a belief a- 


bout it; I ſuppoſe he muſt be a catholick by 
being in the f rench ſervice, but, Jo. not 
Known eu aw). ood | 


I have heard of lord Donerale 3 heard Mr 
* ſpeak of him. e 


- Q Did you ever hare len Doneraile in 
vinided to pay his addreſſes to lady erer 
| oy ſhe was lady Angleſea? ? 


I know nothing about i 1 4 oy FE: 2h 
When lady Angleſea went 1 ww 1 
do not 3 whether the child was left be- 


hind or not. I did not ſee the child at major 
Carrington's; I did aſu for the child but did 
not ſee him then; but I ſaw! the child a little 


before at my houſe; Miſs Mary Salkeld 
brought the child to ſee me; this child was 
introduced to me as lord Altham; I did not 
ſee this child often afterwards; I ſaw: him 
more than once or twice; a little before it 
was 4-099 to ei pts ; he Son bs about 3 
or 4+ 


Ldo not eee e Hay: 0 bout 


in Bond-ftreet ; I do remember the had a car- 


Triage as I have heard, but did not ſee it: 


at that time ſhe lived in-King-ftreet, I think 
it was in lodgings. I cannot tell where Mr. 
Hay was then, nor whether he was in London 
then. Did not hear Mrs. Hay talk of her 
keeping a coach; I do not know but have 


heard of her having a carriage. I did hear 


of her having been arreſted, and her young 
ſiſtet, ſomething about the father. 
Q Do not you believe that? 


I do. Becauſe ſhe, Mrs. Hay, has told 


me ſo, but I know nothing of it, 


Q. Did you hear that thofe two ſiſters took i 


up goods at mercers ſhops ? 


I did not hear fuch a thing, It was a 2 


draper that arreſted them, but it was through 
the father; I know. not how A. an de- 
n Was er. 


n . * if 1 
1b Fiel d Q. Whae 
* 4 + 3 * 1. 3 722 


* — EE III 
* * „ - Rs 2 — n 
— 8 8 ” 
” * * 8 * 4 * LE . 25 
— — . — — hos 112323 —— rang — — rngdtie 
- 3 x ; 1 2 
4 25 13 : 
. 7 4 F 


TY Cerner ey a, — — athes 8 
— — 


— 5 —— _ 
—— —.— 
Ss - 
N ra. 8 


os, Bi Ws 50 
ö % 
4 

| | 1 ; - 

7 . * 
Bay. 
n 4 fi 
0 Whit 1100 Oe OO fathetto.fhat ? W » ee | FTP! 


Ws pan father? Miese üer tit 
I believe he was not a very good "vo 


\ Lean not cake on me, to a fy that i 6 bs 


noriavery good huſband, :as I have heard: handy: nme 
Q. Did he turn W e ee A 1 on Gena is. Unt like it 15 
as his wife ? e 


1 del, but bare heard: 56 did I 


did not khow What Was the cauſe of — 


tion between Mr. Salkeld and his wife. ' 


48 


Then an 
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That is not like 3 But 1 de Ts 


k cruel huſband?» N nm . a ere er n an 
- Becauſe he bene a wiſtodſitn the houſe if ee 
you! a bees it; Mrs, Hay never told me Another ml T 


| the reaſon of her father's urrefting her; 1 d0 


whats but believe be was, believe I have 


. heard ſo. oped AS e m 
I have had but two huſbands, the next will 
| de the third. N den Digs 


I have ans Mr. Salkeld's word would & ; 


for thirty thouſand pounds, I have heard that 
often in London. If his wife would have ſtaid 


in the houſe when he kept a miſtreſs ſhe would 


not have had my ſpirit if ſhe did; I never 
heard a word againſt her or any of her family. 

'Þ Dee RSCOUIE- fot this e 11 Os 
e fee: Mr. Gold before: or 1 05 
chat ceremony, for I went into the country 
to' Herefordſhire, and ſaw none of them; I 
did not aſk whether he had any beneſice, for 
I was better brought up than to be ſo imper- 
tinent; I believe he was a clergyman becauſe 
my lord ſaid ſo; he was at the table, and ſaid 
grace as all chaplains do; he had not a prayer 


55 ie 


4 


1 90 4"; 0 


Fenn Hay's 

; Lee of them his hand! 

I have ſeen lady Angleſea very e 
lod Angleſea went to n een 
m to live. 

22. TI did: the bar vhen you for 
her 2 W 
li « freet by Sackaille-freet, out of Pie. 
cafilly, facing St, James's church; a houſe 
with, two poſts 'before. e aeg of 
porch ; I think it was Vine-ftreet, I think 
lord Angleſea was in England once Weng 1 


Kannot tell whether he ſaw her after, for L 


vent into Hereſodſie, ws eee 
kiderable tim. 

- Q. When an ve fiſt hea of the death 
« lord Angleſey? . 

I I cannot tell how * 4800 5 Te 


the .news-papers, I never could hear of lord 
Altham; but his aunt Hay has told me, and 


lamented * TOON none ew FO pn 


book in his pocket, but a bell in the room * him. LT OT 19 
was rung, and my lord ordered the man to Q. 3 Wee ee 


bring up the prayer book; it was deen 
rung and not the clergy man. 
e 
at the trextment "Or? Ow "T0004 yu 
went away's te 
I have Wy an tho ee 
well themſelves, by or on account of that 
miſtreſs; that is only as Mr. and Mrs. Hay 
told me, that that was, the reaſon that the 
wife and daughters were both thrown off by 


the father, and becauſe _=__ A te- 
have heard he was of a good family in Ireland, 
os of wo « Hay, and 


ceived them Ns ql 
I have ſeen the it tin 
e e him write. n 


Ves; Las him about two hours ago 3 but 


I never ſaw him from that time, till above a 
month ago; nor ever heard he was living for 


theſe ten or a dozen years; but I have often | 
heard Mr. Buntin wiſhing he could hear of 
him. Mr. Buntin lives with Mrs. Buntin in 
Queen-ftreet, and they have a country lodg- | 
ing in Iſlington.” He has no houſe} in Lon- 
don; follows no buſineſs; is not a captain, 
but is à private gentleman. I cannot tell 
whether Mr. Hay is a man. of fortune, bus 


and was a eaptain abroad; he did nothing ta 
get his livelihood, but lived as a gentleman. 


A - W Several Iriſh families lodged with me. Lord 
180 ue. prun 6 th wing. and lady Cork, lady Freke and her daughter, 


058 a een his 8 


and counſellor Sibthorp. I have often aſked 
people about lord Altham, but they did not 


4 ſure I have ſeveral letters of his in my houſe. know any thing about it. I happened to be 
. That is nb} at all like his hand. in 1 ere e l e 
UW ? I Tofem 
N 
11 


- "PP 
\ 


 TJoften go to 1 1,-8id» enn 
Sparks. I never heard; Mrs. Hay ſpeak of a 
brazier. I! inquired. for Lord Altham from 
counſellor Carmichael, :. 1 aſked, before lord 
Augleſey died, when Mr. Carmichael, was in 
England, but ſince Lord Angleſey — 0 
not aſk, becauſe I thought him dead. 


Major Carrington was a middle ned 0% 


"Mrs. Carrington, was.tallz J do not think he 
had red, cloaths, Law no cockade, but they 
called him major, he ywas not very young; 
lord Angleſey was like a country farmer, be 
was a middle ſized, man ; I would not have 


had. him if I was e no eee 


counteſs. «let's 0 
Mrs. Hay and 1 1 . while 
in tawn,.ever ſince our firſt acquaintance. 
Qi. Did ſhe ever inquire from your lodgers ? 
do not know, I heard her ſay ſhe. 5 
all the inquiries ſhe could, 


I do not know the: nurſe that 4 the 


child to, my bouſe, neyer ſaw her ſince; ſhe 
was turned away for a ſore breaſt in a week 
after, and I do not know-what became of her; 
Another nurſe. was got, but I did not know 
her; I can tell her name, it was Fetherſton; 
1 0 know what is 1 
Tere * is here in the ne, N 


f 
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m_ Do 55 3 in ene pariſh in 1 

don this child was born? ES 

I do not know; but it was in ae 
At the time of the invitation to lord An- 

viekey? 's, I had no particular knowledge of the 


purpoſe; and was. greatly wks at 1 1 


pai a 8 11 helieve eames; de 
gyman, bat cannot take on me to tell his 
dreſs. ; he was in black or dark grey, ſome- 
thing of that it was, ſuch a dreſs as I, as a 
ranger, ſhould have imagined him a e 
man. 


1 44. ou like 1 Angleſey, he: was a 


= man, he did not take my fancy; I 
did not like bis perſon, nor did I much 
like the character 1 heard of him, it was a 
not a en Wee to me. 


Third wits examined by Mr Wala. 
Elinor F etberſton called. 


* ee Richard late earl of Aogleſeys 
buſt knew him in May, 1743, was recom- 


| . to him in the yay of a wet nurſe, 


* one Richard \ 


1) 


ki ed 


his lady the counteſs of Angleſey. 
Q Who was that lady? 


Ihe that was ſtyled as Ann Satkeld 3. 4 


child might be turned of five weeks when 
committed to my care : he had a former nurſe, 


Who was diſcharged on account of a fore 
breaſt. I was hired by the late earl of An- 


gleſey bis own ſelf, at 201: à year, four gui 
neas, or à ſilk gown... This child was. deli - 
vered into my Care by lord Angleſey $ 'OWN 
hangt. e ROT Shin Jeu m 


Q. In what manner did lard Angle rea | 


this, child, while under your care? 


F 


As his ſon, and as his only Cans d was 


mules like a child of a nobleman. at his age, 


in long white dimity-mantlcs, and very rich 
laced, .cap and laced neckeloth, which was 


the faſhion at that time. This child con- 


tinued about fourteen months under my di- 
rection and management. It was in lord 
Angleſey's own bouſe in Bolton-row, and 
from thenes we removed to n. 75 
till continued in his houſe.  -; 

Tbe child was, taken ill while wide 22 


care z/ à ſervant was ſent for an apothecary 


in the neighbourhood, whom lord Angleſey 


did not approve df, nor think had ſufficient 


judgment 3 and he ordered the ſix horſes to 
be put to his landau, and went to London for 


a doctor Berry, enen the 1 to attend 


che child. 


B e ant ies Co 
rings by directions of lord Angleſey, I 


believe he was then in Ireland, I believe 
that child remained there till 1746. till lord 
Angleſey was ſummoned over to the trial of 
the rebel Lords, and then lord Angleſey took 
him to Ireland. I have ſince made inquiry 


after him; the only likely perſon, I knew, was 
Mr. Carrington while living, but he never 


could give me any account of him, I never 
had ſeen any of his mother's relations from 
the time I left him with Mr. Carrington, 
which was in July, 1744. I did inquire from 
the Shelburne family, but could hear no ac- 


count, could hear of nobody as could tell 


me of one that went by the name of lord 
Altham, or Richard Anneſley, for thoſe ele- 
ven years I had connections with that noble 
family. My huſband is a carpenter, and did 
buſineſs: for that family. I never was in this 


kingdom before. I received from the coun- 


teſs of Shelburne a recommendation: I had 
the care of her houſe at Twickenham, where 
ſhe made a purchaſe, and was two 1 . 
houſe in Bowood „„ 
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bee, 0 e ©: 
194 Abs "3-4 1”; I * 1 bel 
T have er in Med een dans FAN bs: 


| band is living; does ſtill continue ts werk as 


u carpentur. I am in ne way of life 3 1 am 
in no way of life at preſent, but to live by 
the induſtry of my huſband. I never had 
another huſband; have been Married 30 years; 
to the ſecond of March old ſtile I haye all 
this time lived on the- induſtry of my hus- 


lord Angleſey; an upholſterer, a landlord of 


mine, who, upon my having ſaid 1 ſhould 


like to undertake a nurſing, came and told me 
he would recommend me to an extraordinary 
good place, for the ſon and heir of the firſt 
nobleman in England or Ireland; that up- 
holſterer's name was John Hlemigg he mn 
buſineſs for his nephew in Soho-ſquars;” + 


never nurſed for another perſon. The 92 
nurſe was gone when the child was delivered 
tome; I never ſaw her or knew her name; 


there was a woman preſent at the time; the 
houſe-keeper and her mother, and the houſe- 
maid, and lady Angleſey,” but lord Angle-= 
ſey himſelf gave me 
child had no reſt all night from a bad' bfeaſt; 


and defired me to give it'ſuck before the bar- 


gain, which I did, and he ſaid it was his ſon 


and heir; and 1 believe he might call him 


Richard; it was he made the bargain, not 
lady Angleſey. The child was taken ill, it 


might be a month or five” weeks after; I 


don't remember lady Angleſey ſaid any thing 
then but to we me is SOOT wh ads to thts 8 0 


of the child. 


We were at Boltot- row clues? 12 0 
from” thence to Mill-hill, about ten miles 
from London; we ftaid there till January, 
1744. It was in May, 1743, the child was 
put into my hands, it was by the old ſtile; 
it was January, 1743-4, old ſtile, that is the 
month of January following, about a month 
or five weeks at Mill-hill, before the child 
was taken ill; he had the red-gum, had 


catched cold, which had gone in and had 


like to throw him into convulſions! Lord 


Angleſey then firſt” ſent to an apothecary, 
named Moſs, at Barnet; I cannot ſay how 


far, but it might be fro orfix miles. I ean- 


not punctually tell whether lord Angleſey 


"One for Moſs before he put the horſes. to. 
What interval of time between both? 
A I do not know. there:was one hour. Dr. 
Berry lived in the Strand in London Thoſe 
fix horſes and the coach wete lord Angleſey's 


\ *% * ; f 
1 q * \ 3 1 0 
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me the child; he ſaid the 


14 1 1 . 


den! I dd ah rerher ber in whit fiohth 


this was, it muſt be in June, becauſe it Was 
the twelfth of May 1 went to Mill-hin. I 


cannot ſay, at What hour lord Angleſey went ; 
but it was abdut duſk,” when he went away; 
he returned about ten er eleven - o'clock; 
brought Dr. Berry with him,” who remained 
that night and moſt part of the next day, till 


the child was: RG itt a fair way of re | 
covery- 
band, and brought up a gteat family. An 
acquaintance of mine recommended me to 


he apothetary made his 


peatinie übt fix Gdtotl Wihs ref: 


believe, he bameß before lord Anglefey left 


Mill-bill, but cannot be punctual; lord An! 
gleſey doubted his judgment; and went forths 


doctor himſelf; this Moſs had a very 


| character but I never knew him before. He 


is not now living, has been dead above twen 


ty years ; believe no body now carries on 
his buſineſs; I do not know what is become 


of the doctor. From my leaving the ſervice 


I Eno nothing of the family ; I believe, the 

doctor was an Iriſh man, Barry was his name; 
he did preſcribe for the child as for lord Al- 
tham. The apothecary leſt the houſe about 


ten o'clock ; I am not poſitive, whether he 
was gone before Dr. Barry came or not. 1 
did not know any of the family of Salkeld, 
when I firſt went to lord Angleſey's fark 
but knew Mrs. Salkeld, mother of lady An- 
gleſey ; have ſeen captain and Mrs. Hay at 
lord Angleſey's; never ſaw her at Mill-hill, 

but believe I ſaw her once at Bottoniow, 


while the child was in my care; the grand! 


mother did come to Mill- hill, but I never 


ſaw Mrs, Hay to inquire we the rn A Ger 


5 ſaw her at Bolton-ro-—Ww. 


I never heard, in What u of life Mr. Sat 


keld was; I never had curioſity to inquire, 
of what family this child was by the mother's 
ſide, nor of what family lady Angleſey was 3 
while this'child was in my care, no relation of 
Jord Angle ſey's ſide came to viſit him, nor of 


my lady's but Mrs. Salkeld. In February 


Mrs. Salkeld took lady Angleſea to Bloom“ 


ſbury ſquare with me and the child. Lord 
Angleſey was in Ireland, where he went ia 


Auguſt, 1743; from that time ul January 


following none of lady Angleſey's family, 
except her mother, came to ſee her to Mill- 
hill; Mrs. Hay never did in that time. 1 


do not find, there was any company kept at 


all ; for after lord Angleſey went to Ireland, 


ſhe lived vaſtly retired. ' Before lord Angleſey 
went to Ireland, there were no viſits either 
paid or received during that time. I did not 


ſee any viſits paid to lord Angus by pes | 
of — lord Angleſey had company, but 


what 


= %4 
a4 —ͤ wer” 
. 9 


| why" were, 14⁰ not know. My you gn 
lord was introduced into all company, 

ſo was its mother, whether there were 4 
ur not z lord Angleſey would often ſend for 
the child himſelf, and take it. He did not 
return i till 1746; when he was ſummoned; 
Qi. Did you often call to Ne this child in 
ietnienh tie Faun a Mod 1993 eee, 
I. Went into tile country; but in 19463 
having ſome little buſineſs to London, 1 
went to Mr. Carrington to inquire for- the 
child; lord Altham, and he told me, Lord An! 


| gleſoy tiad ſent for the child; and wanted te 


ſee-him'; and had ſent by his nephew) captain 
Green, and wanted to ſee him, for my lord 
was come over to England : and I called on 
Mr. Connor, who tranſacted buſineſs fot 
lord Angleſey, and ſaw to my ſurprize the 
child there, with: maid who was to take hit 
over to Ireland. I ſaw the child there 1 from 
my delivering of che child and going! into the 
country, might be about two months? on 
in that time, about ten or eleven days; I 


_ called at Mr. Carrington's, and Mra. Car- 


rington deſired me not to ſee the child, be- 
cauſe it had fretted ſo much after me; and 
would know me again, and I only ſaw it 
thro'\ the window: the child knew me to 
be ſure perfectly well, when 1 left kim; did 
not know me in 1746, when I ſaw him; I ſaw 
him thro' the window, but did not touch him; 
and then did not ſee him-'till 1746 at Mr. 
Connor d which was the fond time . 
him by n wt MN. 14.4 : 
It was in 1744, that'Þ'1 Was defired not-to 
touch the child: I came to London on Mon- 
day, and went out of town on Wedneſday; 
I did inquire for lady Angleſey of Mrs. Car- 
rington, but did not go to ſee her, for I had 
not time. I returned. to Hertfordſhire, but 
came to London in 2749. Then I enquired 
for Lady Angleſey ; Mrs, Carrington told 
me, ſhe had been dead ſome time. I did not 
ſee one pee, ere e ers, aan and chat 
time. 15 — 
gebn after my return to the e IL 
read it in the news, that lord Sa bay 
gone to Ireland; 4 
I did not know the family of We at 
the time of my being in the family; I be- 
lieve, Mrs Salkeld did- not live with her huſ- 
band: I never heard, hat was che enen 
of NR. 50! 
I have ſeen captain Huy not at lord Ant 
gleſey „ but at Bloomſbur. 
I did not know Ann Rooks or Ann Glover; 
there was a perſon called miſs Nancy, a na- 


W # 
Wen 
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| after Hy Angterey left it! 


went to Ireland; ſtaid at Mill-hill 


iz ) 


wk daughter of ford Ariſe; deb eis a 
Milk billabout a. week. 1 do not Know a 
perſon of the ace ef Miſe pray or git 
know ohe called Mifs Anneſley:'©' Phiee 
young ladies were ſent from Treland, Wille I 
was there, the eldeſt natned Dorothte, And 
Was dillbd * ' Antieſtey' 4"the ſechnd· Cato- 
lina F the Elizabeth: they wete there 
two months Ar. le F'was there I ach füt FF 
might be more; but cannot be certaihy,! 

ved in che houſe With lady are 5 
poſeß they dined at table with her; th 


_not"diftie with me: Mis Nanny die - 


table” with lord and lady Angleſey 7 74 the 


wis gone; beſote Jord Angleſey 


did not obſerve, whether” they called her Jo 


Angleſey; believe they dJ know nothing 
(6 ths Rohtraty. She vas off good terms with 
lady Angleſey; I will not be Pupctual; When 


ther I might hear chen call ber fo, but be⸗ 


lieve they did, becauſe there was a very g. 
œeonomy amongſt them moſt of the time! T 


never heard any of the family addreſs Ker by 


ine * 


abend, name than of Tady Angleſey. 
They ned at Mu- Win time 


i BIG tet 


I have" heard of lord and thay K 
but: never had knowledge of Her; heard he 
was ſiſter of lord Angel /* "neithet of their 
came to viſit lady Angleſey] I believe, they 
never did come to viſit her, or lord Alta. al 

"The child was taken ill in June; ſome 
ume in 1743. Lord Angleſey took the coach 
and ſix to Ireland; left à one horſe chaiſe 
with her. From Bolton - row ſhe went to 
Bloomſbury- ſquare; but after lord 2 5d 

A 
Carrington hired a ſootman to attend her, as 
ſoon ar lord Angleſey went; or I don't know 
but before; it was very ſoon after, and by my 
lord's deſire. I cannot” tell, what ſervants 
there was, for I was conſtantly in the nurſery, 
and never gave the child to a footman ; I 
cannot recolle& any of them: 1 think, there 
was a coachman, poſtillion, and there was a 
running foot. man, Fa fires? that; a gen- 
tleman, and butler, and two footmen more. 
_ i008 but a ſmall houſe at MiNl-hill. "+ IP 

In 1749 1 returned to London, I was told, 
ſhe was dead. I inquired for the child, and 
heard he was in Ireland with my lord, I 
inquired at Mr. Carrington's.” 1 heard of 
my lord's death in the news; and had great 
curiolity to enquire, who was lord Angleſey ; 
and I ſuppoſed; Richard was dead, when r 
heard Nw ee | 

1 11 | eee en 
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1 ſaw any of the Salkelde 3 Mr, 
Carringtan told me, he, was wot de- a. 
<jght mo ago, it might be. g 
Did you immediately after e an 
account of the death of lord Angleſey in- 


quires. whether this child was dead 


I was then at Bow- wood in Wilthire, in 
young lord Shelburne's family, when I heard 
of the death. I. did not aſk lord or lady 
Shelburne, neyer made ſo free, but I. did. m 

- of the ſervants, becauſe they were Iriſh. 
never told them, that I had nurſed — yo 
Till che night before I was to go to Ireland. 

The week after the coronation I went to 
lord Shelburne's and my huſband to do his 
buſineſs and clerk of hig works, and I was 
bired at 20l. a year to take care of his houſe 
durin g the abſence of the family. I duitted 
it, When it was fit for the reception of the 
family.; I remained in the houſe! two 
vears: three years, at the park: no wages 
25 the Park: the houſe is in the park 3 

the lodge not quite a mile * the houſe, 
During thoſe, three years I had ſome- 
times intercourſe with the domeſticks of lord 
lord and lady Shelburne. I never had been 
ſervant in any family before, During thoſe 
ive years I had no body to inquire-of for this 
2 I never had any account, tho I was 
got into an Iriſh 8 altho I; how * 
tioned 5 

. I,-have. — 5 of Camolin-park z did: not 
bear in what. county it lay. I did aſk Mr. 
Carrington, where this child's eſtate lay, but 


he could give me no account; he ne _ 
or. would not, or did not. 


' Iſaw Mrs. Hay at Bokog-rowm,! bath never 
at. Mill-hill ; never heard of her being ar- 
| reſted, Saw her ſiſter. * at er 
at her mother Ws 

After thoſe, five EATS, in 1700 1 returned 
to London; I remained but a ſhort time 
there, for I went to Twickenham, and 
ſtaid about three years; afterwards about two 
years we were at Fulham, I and my huſband. 
During the time at thoſe two places I came 
to town, and went to Mrs. Dubois, Miſs 
| Anneſley as was; ſhe gave me very little ac- 

count, but ſaid he lived on ſome eſtate 
his father left him in the county of Wexford, 
J called him my young Lord; this was while 
we were at Fulham. It was a great while 
before ſhe faid any thing to me of her know- 
ing, but ſhe believed he liyed in the county 
of Wexford, I believe ſhe might call him 
plain Dick, or Maſter Dicky, but I inquired 
for my young Lord. I cannot ſay but I was 


ſurprized to hear my young Lord treated lo. 


familiarly; ne Minedayats reſentment. to 
her, and defire ber to explain herſelf, - 


I. did not make any ſubſequent r 


this] inquiry was. made bes to een 
of my remembranctpe 


I never had ſeen len aeg 175 an i- ä 
in theſe three weeks | 
I have been about a fortnight. bs 4 is 
* nine days: he, himſelf, firſt applied to 
me to give this evidence; he made that ap- 
plication about a fortnight ago; it was about 
five days before I came to Ireland; no ap- 
plication was made to me to give evidence in 
this eauſe till that; he did not tell me, who 
informed him, I could give information, but he 
thought, as I was the nurſe, that ſuckled bim, 
I might be able to give ſome account. 
My wages at Twickenham were at 1 
niture, and to have the place proper for her 
reception, < My own ind uſtry would not have 
kept, me; I gat no wages at Fulham, for 
then my huſband was doing a houſe for a gen- 
tleman, and we rented a houſe of our own, 
1 hope, I am in lady Shelburne's confi» 
8 z never told her, that I nurſed that boy, 
till che Saturday before my coming to Ireland, 
and I called on her to know, if ſhe had any 
commands, and the - n me a letter uo her 
agynt here. 1% 
1 Nee Min Anneſley. v was ee y 


Vr. I Dubois; I knew it by a ſervant, that had 


alia the family of the earl of Carrick 3 
that was the way, I came to know of her be- 
ing married, and in London, | 

Mr. Carrington has been 1 ſome ye, 
I cannot ſay how many 

All the knowledge, I had of Mrs. Hay) 
was while in lord Angleſey's family; we 
came over together; ſhe: tells me, that ſhe 
never een out. Oe was An 
. 
Lad noc — e Abe lente Con 
rington would have given Mrs. Hay; Mr. 
Carrington did give me thatinformation, it 
ig _ CIA if I cannot coal 


l examined « on "it part 17 Jeb, 5 
Rar 4 ; 


ee ae of 2 lady Hd Dbhovesi 
100 believe I did hear of a woman of that 


name, and that ſhe had a child by lord An- 


gleſey;z 1 did not hear ſhe was his wife, nor 


was ſhe ſo conſidered; I did not hear of her 


at all till the Miſs Anneſley's came over; * 


have heard of her at W dime, but never be- 
Wk _ tore, 


Þ& ih ) 


fore; hor except bonn chew; hever hes 
Jord Atgleſey:>tall6:of her. She was not 
conſidered; as his wife at the timer of the: fas 
ily at Mill-blII. %%% bill 


CO 000065 How: e b rn Abet bus 


. ' (Grofs examined: an the part bf dird. Valentiaz 
& v6: (frills Mr. Prime ee boni 
1 940404 166. DYE 41k ATR nf 0 5013 
1 have heard of the title Ving in inen 
' did not know which way to dome! at 


ebildcni1.did G8e,segheint Iod en inen bel 


burne with this tranſadtion; I might men- 
tion this ſtory to many, but not of conſe+ 


| omar wes I mentioned n N t 
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465 Ae by nem! fo bon 
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Q How are you ſure, this iii: 1. 
man is the _ child, you nurſed for wo 
gag is eee wan 
a eee to think to ee 
wary. This is the wean mer 5 A. 


quence. | Cannot recollect the name of any 


gleſey brought ber. in 1746.4. FR the iden 
tical,child//I nurſed in 1433 there is 2 


likeneſs in the features, hut I have no parti- 
cular marks 3 but there is 2, ſomething. of 4 
ſdurneſz in his countenancez which I. obſeryr 


ed i in him when a child. ra $3 av wy} 12112 
H did nat ſee the preſcription as for lord 


Altham, but Dr. Barry: did call him (lord 
Alcham 601 Vr 1 beige e bite! 
end toro 3ud-4\ 


DEE: 5 1 4 1 a 1 wank ” 

Greed e Hels 
+4 

Neri 99 Di an os 


"ore The petitions? Richerd fs ſo ſituated, as to 
gu obliged toireſt. his caſe here; but 
| ſubmits it to be conſidered, that it is not 
above five weeks, ſince he lodged his pe- 
tition, and has ſince the order of refes 
ference iſſued ſummons to. wine 
r e NO A 
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152 to nurſe the petitioner Richard 
when about five weeks old; he was chriſ- 
tened before that time; I was not preſent ; ; 
there was no chaplain of my lord's in the 
houſe: Bolton-row i is in St. George's or 
St. James's pariſh, it is behind e 
1 know nothing of the baptiſm. 

1 believe, I omitted one thing in my exa- 


' mination the other day. In about a week or 


eight days before lord Angleſey came to Tre- 


land in 1743, the bell was rung, and I Was 
ordered by a footman to bring the child to the 


parlout; he was then aſleep in the cradle ; 
and 1 ſaid, if they would ſtay, I would bring him 
down ; then two gentlemen came up to the 
nurſery with lord Angleſey, and my lord ſaid 
to them, this is my ſon and A8 bolt 85 
faw him. j - „ 


E Fiore called again. 


5 +244 


cas examined. bo this beau. 


* di d not bear the names of thele FO 
men, one of them. was dreſſed in white an 
ſilyver, and 1 think in a ſaſh; the other was 


a ſhort fattiſh gentleman, dreſſed in olive 


colour cloaths quite plain. 

Q. How came you to make ſuch particu- 
lat obſeryation ? 

Becauſe I looked very hard at them. Lady 
Axgleſey was then coming into the nurſery. 
He, that was dreſſed in olive colour cloaths, 
lord Angleſey ſaid, was the captain of the veſ- 
ſel, that was to take his papers over to Ire- 
land: I did not enquire, the name of either ; 3 


no other getitleman came into the nurſery ; 


the teaſon of their coming Was, becauſe the 
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 AlFeottiphny; | If believe it was the Saturday 
ſe night before my ford went away My lord 
had nd ehaptaint 1 have ſeen a Wergyniun 
vit ty! lérd, but none leet in the houſe 
_ I Was there. lings mene mie ni 55 
„G. Did vb Fear” in What ehürch' this 
nd Vis b 6 Fenit] 4 -o en. 
ip I heard he was baptized in my lord's: Aint 


ing room in Bolton- ro, but never r heard 


h the chem e 3 


The coſt gun My: Pl Sing wes 
2 a 91s 9 Valentia. e 


5 4 92 1 


200 042035651 eee ee icin 
e rpg CORY 
; —_ 1018970 #15 *v2ntt aan Li's ee 
ej 
F this — bs! confidered 
for the firſt . the caſe of lord Valen- 
tia would lie in the narroweſt compaſs : I 
ſhould be content th fay}>that he is legitimate 
ſon of the laſt lord; and that the marriage 
0 his father and mother was in La 3 but; 


and obj e 


Firſt wife ſepatatbd : im 2g.7:He aſterwwards lived | 


for ſome years with Mrs. Simpſon, whom he. 


which itime (he-winntalled: by that title til 


37 when Richard becamb earliof Angleſey 


on the death; of carl/Arthur,; and from thence 
ſhe was conſtantly called lady Angleſeyn Lord 
and lady Haverſhim were well acquainted 
with-this lady; keptup'a conſtint eo 
dence with::her; and:Jord\Haverſham, as a 

proof of his regard; invited her to live with 


him; which: wüs' prevehted by her deäth. 

| They: hear with concern of an illicit tert 
courſez which he carried om with Ann Simpſonʒ 
They would never ſes herg or any of her fa 


mily and never conſidered her as His wife, or 
ber children as legitithite; Richard. and his | 


turned off in March of April r; but it ap- 
pears by an acknowledgment in writing, 


ſigned byher in December 265 that ſhe Was 
fully appriaedz that Richard was à married 


man previous to and at the time his ihterx 


eourſe commented) with her; and that his 
wife was then living: by this writing ihe 


covenanted never to proſetute him on that ac- 


— and it is __ D that the hed 


ark grein er ene A 


— of the family eſtates Wy the will 


Richard, the father of the. 1 lord and codieils of earl James, the elder brother 


Valentia, was born in 1694; On the 25th 
of January 1715, ſoon after he attained his 


church of Northam near Biddeford in Devon- 


" Liſter of that pariſh immediately after. She 
was an heireſs, and intitled to a conſiderable 
fortune in land and money. Richard was then 


younger brother, and in the army. 


Altham in Orchatd-ſtreet, 


his mother * 
| here the was received, as an 


1 


40 Bt 


"taken 15 him i in 13 rance, "tine, 


\ = and 


hos 755 5 Hebes to. this r By hol 
lived, to zether in Wexford, Roſs, and other. 
es Loh reland ; and in ali places he Fs 
pubic received as his. wife, th was ſo 0. 


80 by all perſons. 4 


1727 by the death ck Arthur; lord Al- 
| hs, Richard W lord Altham ; from 


is 3 17 


hire. The marriage was entered in the re- 


Soon 
after the marriage He took her to the houſe of 


of Arthur, Richard was diſturbed in the 
poſſeſſion by Charles Anneſley, who claimed 


age of 21, he married Ann Pruſt in the pariſti x cuſfſiderable part of thoſe eſtates under the 


ſame will and codicils. There was a com- 
promiſe; and articles Were executed between 
them in 1737, by which one third of the Iriſh | 
eſtates. was. . to be : ſettled on Charles | for 
Ife ; 


"remainder to his firſt and” every other 
ſoh in, tail male, with a remainder in tail 

earl Richard; remainder * to the heirs, # 
Charles; and two .thirds. were a agree "to be 


ſettled. on e or ife, Temairid der | 
to bis fir d every Ton In tail, remainder 


in like Sher to ! arles Anaelley, and to 
His firſt and every other ſon, with a remains 
det to the heirs of earl Richard. Soon after | 
this agreement carl Richard thought it une- 
” and refuſed to catry it into execution. . 

This gave occaſion to two bills in chancery, | 
in Eifter term 1737 3 one by Charles to 
, cafry the agreement into execution; 5 1 e ; 
other by earl Richard to ſet it aſide, On the | 
28th of February | 1740 Charles obtained a 
decree with coſts, which was affirmed b the - FA 
lords of Great Britain on the 10th of arch. 1 
1741 5 and in 42, a ſequeſtration for the nom: bl 
performance of it iſſued againſt Richard's | 
two thirds of the Iriſh eſtates. 


Under 


no 


Fs 4 


a Undar he frqueſteation hautes, es ins 
titled to receive the whole. rents and profits of 
the earl's two thirds, to pay himſelf the rents 


and proßts of his one third from 1% nd 


the" coſts of the- ſuita . The et thereforgy 
was entirely in the power of Charles for! his 
very ſudſiſtence, whoß on the other hand, 
being the per ſon / next in ſueceſſion to the ho- 


nours,: and to the whole Iriſh eſtate, upon 


the: death. of earl Richard without ſotis, was 


juſtliy apptehenſiye of giving bis noble Rinſ- 


man any-offence, that i might have provoked: 


him to marryt but, if the matriage of Ri- 


chard was known, Charles would have made. 
uſu of dis ſequeſtration Wm; or re- 


aint en I verb" S's 10 34 


Lord Angleſey” s embarraſſments 44 5 not 
end here un Terhi 113%4 


| "Rrkaeia-Annelley,thet an Engl izeridet | 
of eminence, ſet/up:a claim to a great part of 


the eſtate; and in 17 38 filed his bill in Eng- 
land to eſtabliſh it. In the beginning of the 
year 1741 James Am AN aſſumed the title 
of Angleſey; and and claimed the whiole eſtate, 
alledging that he was 
and eſtates of the family as the legitimate 
ſon of Arthurz formerly lord Altham, who 
was the eldeſt brother of earl Richard. No 


1 ſuitwas inſtituted by him till ſome timie after 


tance of his relations; ſome of whom, parti- 
cularly Charles Anneſley,! joined him in raiſ- 
ing large ſums of money to defend his eſtates 
and honours. 
Mr. Ianns, dated 22 January 174, he com- 
plains of his diſtreſſes, expreſſes his appre- 


| the: marriage: but one Daniel MKercher, a: 
name wall known to- many of your lurdſhips, 
had compoſed the nobel of James Landy, 
Which was then ready for the preſsq the” not 
yet publiſhed; the mine was not then ſprung, 
but the materials were prepared, and the train 
was laid, which hat afterwards nearly buried 
in ruins: the noble earl, his fortune, his re- 
putation; and p6Rtetity;- A jury of the moſt 
reſpe cable commoners in Ireland bad for a 
Vhile realized the deluſion, and the publick 
voice accorded; with the verdict: a ſtriking: 
' Inſtance'! to. caution future times againſt a 
haſty confidence in the moſt re n 
ons of the moſt: reſpeRed; tribunals. 


Thoſe different claims, and the way en · 


peinfive: ſuits, which they occaſioned in Eng- 
laud and Ireland; | ruined the credit of this 
noble man; he was forced to court the aſſiſ- 


By a letter of Richard's to one 


benſions of being oppreſſed by one of his 
kinſmen, but if ſo, would leave him and the 


6 


intitled to the honours. 


168.95 


* 
A > *. 


and Rock to be fold, ind .tis debe go Fe 
cut. nts 

Ae reid china uns wad bs hs 
ath eftate.;.. and having; brought an wi 
ment for the Wexford. eſtates. lord. Angleſey 
filed a bill i in the_coytt of chancery in thi 

kingdom. for an.injunftion, hich he. Dn: 


in, che year.k750, This gave bim the. firſt 


proſpect of any ground, to reſt, upon; but it 
wvas not till the year, 475235 that the claims of 
James were generally conſidered as groundleſs ʒ 
and lord Angleſey, was then. at liberty to act 
like other men. itt 14 * 

1 havi ef tho aQhronneBedly to hew the 
earl's diſtreſſed and dependent ſituation during 


_ this, period, and ag a clue to lead through the 


evidence from 174 to 173% On the 13 
„Auer 8 er Ag App 2 15 ——. 555 


— oh took out — 4 2 foe hr to 
her from the archdeacon's court at Barnſtable. 
| He received the account of her death at Little 
* a. ſcat of his in the county of Dublin. 

He was then ſetting out for Wales to ſet his 


eſtate there, for which place he ſailed a 


| the 20th. of Auguſt. 1741 with Shalcroft Aſhe. 


his attorney, John Ianas, ho alſo tranſacted 
buſineſs for him, and the Rev. Mr. Lawrence 
Neil his chaplain. He lefe Ache, and lanns 
in Wales with a letter of attorney to ſet his 
lands, and returned to; Ireland with Neil. 


They landed at Roſs. about the 7th of . 
tember 1741; and how thence immediately 


ſet out together f nolit rk W e 
mip 8 principal thaw. . hy 

Neil was a — of wood. e 
a man. of metals, piety, and literature, andz 
tho" no more than a curate 
as a reader, eminent as a preacher, and much 


eſteemed by his pariſhionefs for the ſtrict 


and regular performance of the duties of his 


function. To the goodneſs of this clergy- 
man's character (tho now attempted to be 


| impoached) gentlemen of unqueſtionable pro- 


bity have given the. fulleft teſtimony, and 
ſome of the witneſſes againſt lord Valentia 
have heretofore eſtabliſhed his credit. 

Miſs Juliana Donovan, then about the age 
of ſeyenteen, reſided in the town of Camolin 
near his lordſhip” $ ſeat, She Was of an an- 


tient and reſpeQable family in that county, 


both by father and mother, the elder bran- 
ches of Which have confidegable.eftates:; Her 
Father, who was a younger brother, was a 


merchant in Wexford, Where he. failed, and 


died. in 1740. He left bis family. in an hum+. 


dle 


was diflinguiſmed 


Wo = Aude but hiturd Bad Ty Juliana 
i + more than a coronet : She was exquiſitely 
li | handfome 3 her” baduty,)” youth; "and inno- 
1 cende, and the dawn of an excellent under 
1 mtanding, atkracked the obfervation, and en 
1 aged the affections, of the noble earl He 
1 was "then fortyeeigüt years old, and was 
1 extremely follcitöus to have a ſon to inherlt 
Ll: his'h6nours and eſtates: On the death of 
1 [his wife he propoſe marriage to her,” which 
w he had"before promiſed. The ceremehy was 
11 | package? on the” fiſtettith'of September in 
1 21 year 0 at Camolin- park + Prey] 
$i Lawrence” Neil, in tbe preſence of Nixon | 
. Binh her brocher and Charles Kava- 
ji ' nagh, his Tordſhip's" domeſtic ftewart, who 
|| was a man, in whom he much confided. The 
NY earl laid Juliana, Neil, and the witneſſes un- 
1 der the ſtricteſt engagements not to make the 
. marriage knowii, ti] fuch time as he ſhould: 
Til think” fit; having been apprehenſive that 
al Charles Anneſley, when he ſaw a probability, 
28 chat His ſucceſſion was to be prevented; might 
. have have made the moſt rigorous uſe of his 
. ſequeſtration, and refuſed his aſſiſtanee to de- 
1 fend the earl againſt the attack of James An- 
i nelle nd! the other ſuits, in which he was 
2 Immediatel) after the ceremony 
. Nen wrote and Agned a eertificate of the 
. maftiage in che foll lowing words. dae 
tf? Nel OM OF <P EN 
i . «© This 10 elit, mat T jeined in the 
x | Y "eo holy ſtate of matrimony the right honour - 
i 4 able Richard earl of Angleſey to Juliana 
1 % Donovan, ſpinſter; according to the ru- 
1 <« brick of the Church of England, and the 
1 form of common prayer ſet forth for that 
$7 << purpoſe. | Witneſs my hand _ feal this 
Ly r gur 4 of er 128 Feen an e 
Rf m! * 15 Law: Neill 
1 =o Witneſs, cee en e eee 
| i 4. Nizon Donovan, e 0 Wr 
1 7 eee e ee 
Fi To which he oy kis ſeal; It was witneſſed 


by Donovan and Kavanagh, and Neil handed 
it over to lord Angleſey, who ſome time that 
day gave it to Juliana, who kept it carefully 


from thence in different places, frequently 


in the robings of her gown, and never pro- 
duced it till the eigbth of October 1752, 
and from thence ſhe had it in her poſſeſſion 
till February 1762, c vat order of the 
eccleſiaſtical court 40 85 


{ poſted ere. "y 
Nixon e 120 gone wtf Tung into 
PA and W to ſee his friends in 


IP was 8 


6% 


September 17015 He who: 4 fine youlg: el 
low ; lord Angleſey took u great liking" to 
him, invited him to live with his lordfhipy 
and he died at his lordſhip's houſe-in Dublin 
on the 25th of November 1741. The 
hand writing of - Nixon Donovan will be 
proved by two witneſſes of unimpeached ere- 
dit q ang if this certificate was witneſſed by 
him, it muſt have exiſted two vr three years 
before the birth of the noble viſcount, and 
could not have been fabticated to impoſe an 
heir on this noble family, The 3 
of Charles Kavanagh will be proved by ſe⸗ 
veral wirneſſes, and by comparing it with his 
writing to ſeveral "receipts" unqueſtionably 
ſigned by _ owe of which were © not before 
r pectin bv, 
There were deve children of this mar- 
riage'; four ate how living,” the preſent lord, 
Who was born on the 25th of July 17445 
and three daughters, Notwithſtanding the 
endeavours of the eatl to deer have en 
E. was ſuſpected by many. ir wo 
difference between his mak bs hdy 
Angleſey and his treatment of Mrs, Simpſon: 
convinced'men of diſcernment; that their con- 
nection was of a' different nature: He be- 
haved to lady Angleſey with affection; ten- 
derhefs; and reſpedt; gave her the command 
of his ſervants and <quipage; and committed” 
to her care the management of his domeſtick 
affairs. The ſuſpicions of their marriage 
gained ſtrength, and became more general 
after the death of Charles Anneſley in the 
latter end of the year 1746, from which time 
the ſecret opened by degrees; till at pA N . | 
was publickly declared in ſummer 1752. 
During this period the earl eie 
the ſecret to ſuch of his friends; as he was: 
moſt intimate with, and in whom he could 
moſt confide z\ and acknowledged the preſent 


lord as his legitimate ſon, expreſſed the 
greateſt fondneſs and affection for him, and 


frequently declared; that l to Aae 
his honours and eſtates. | EF 
He communicated his e ee 
ous occaſions and at different times to ſeve- 
ral perſons of rank, fortune, and credit 3 to 
Luke Maſterſon, Eſq; the late lord viſcount 
Leftus, Mathew Talbot, Eſq; Mr. Fitz- 
gerald his council, Mr, Butler his 9 6 
to Mr. Ianns, and Mr. Devereux. 
Mr. Maſterſon's eſtate joined the earl's; * 
viſited him for many years, and took it for 
granted, that they were married. Before the 
year 1749 the earl for the firſt time acknow- 
| ledged it to him, and he has often before the 


PE 


OY His fe ak. 


. eee ein 
lay. memic 
15 50 that ne Had 3 N 
vt years 90 lady Rugleſey, bit Was pee 
— family feaſony- em making it 
pebkick: Of tut Tor Loftus matze un anne 
davis, Which was laid before! this attorne 
general of Ireland; he was afterwards a wits 
_ neſs to lord Angleſey's will, declaring the le- 
gtfiitiaty of lis hilaren;: 2 Petits for! 
_thaliceotdingly, 0 1 He 0 7 
_ = *Th6tothiminiicationt to Mr. Tabet was in 
the fue year: Ik was by zeeſcene, and ateſe 
from à very natural dirctuthſtdnes:” Tue earl 
had febeled his letters; and read ohe bf the 
with 4 good deaf of emotion; Nr. Talbot 
ſiſ, ue Hoped there was ho bud news f the 
ekit they bim the lekter, which was" fm 
Mr. Ahhefley” of: Baffifix; the father of the 
petitioner, and contained 4 requeſt; thut he 
Would conttibute to the edüention of fis fon, 
hd Was Mkehy to ihlerit part of ls Tord-" 
thip's Hotidttts, © Phe earl called it ant iper- 
tinenk fetter, and fad; 1 wilt difappoint 
1 u ull, for I date an beit my,” and a 
1 ſtpful one; which 1 will make him Kno 


in' dur time.“ After würds in HE" fame" 
Per he Called in Artktut to Mr. Talbbt, and 
Fü (ration ferhites Aceng cif dn fr | 
nere ccd 


affured him in the moſt ſolerttrt manner, that 
ne Was hls lawful fort born in wedloek. 
In April 1752 he ſent for Mr. Firzgerad 
his family council, and gave him inſtructions 
fr his Will: Hs taken of his wartisge, which 
he had mentioned to him frequently before, 


add, un Mr. Fitzgerald's expreſſing forte ap- 


ptehennbns of ill conſetuences from the con- 
cenment the et? anſwered, that, if it Had 
been known in the li of Chatles Antiefley,' 
nie Would not rave left Rint bread t& eat; and 
this gentleman obſerved; that the Yer was 
opening by degrees from the dearth of Charles 
Amen a 1746, "ll it * able in 
1752. A 09915 646.0 

At che ame time, W April g fa Aube 
ſty dommuniecnted tir murrfage to My Butſer; 

but he had ſuſpected I before froth" an inci⸗ 
dent, Which, tiv“ it comes by way of ob- 
Mn to lorck Valentia, is ſttongiy in his 


favour. Mr. Butltt wits at Catnofin- park irr 


the month of "ptetaber 1750 Mr. Fraticis' 
Anneffey of Bally fx, the desde ber, 

was thett there, and forke converfätiotr Having 
ariſen between lord Angleſey and Mr. Aus 
nefley about Butlyfax, nis JordMiip wiſlied' to 
Bude the place, as it Wag near the Citrigh,” 
and Mr. Anttelle/ offered to give'up' the hobte 
aud demefne to fm for kis Iife, for thE mo- 
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valet than the bed, Me "RAT" inte "ASH" ö 
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and diſtteſ Nr. Butſer wa preſent, When 
ſhe figned the teceißt, aus Reard her intrttet 
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a PR nar TT yearly is. Caidy he mays determined it mord be They. 
| proyided for, her during ber widowhpod,,and . were:accordingly married, and the following 
| Hiseftates are limited tothe preſent lordfor his certificate; of the ſecond ceremony, of lord 
life, with remainders to his ſons wg itt Angleſey! s acknowledgement of the former 
/ in. tail male,. ſubje& to proviſions Fer, bis marriage, and of lady \Angleſey's producing 
three; daughters by his, wife Juliana. - - theicertificate of it was drawn by Ianns, and. 
\ The. intention to ſettle his * o Gigned by ſeveral of en then 1 
Nes for his wife and children, naturally ſent. % 4 1 51 . bi | 145 
led him to refle& on the ſituation. of bis; fas. 5 


* nine | ay4 
mily.. Charles, Kavanagh the. laſt ſurviving, - We the. 9 — were — 
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| wi had died in April " hw this th day © of OQtober r 1782, when . 
7 1751 n The deaths of the two witneſſes, and ce the Right b honourable Richard earl of An- 


the advanced age of Neil, who was then 
growing infra, l. induced the earl. to think of 
recognizing his firſt, marriage. by a ſecond ce- 
lebration, previous to which the former was 
1 | to. be publickly anounced. It is probable, 
j 5 ' that e was, deſirous to have Neil's declara-, 
1 tion of the truth of this certificate r Richard earl 
and publickly made, and perhaps wiſhed. to 
put his lady into ſuch 8: ſituation, that ſhe. 
8 5 might be a diſintereſted and unſuſpected wit- 
> nels, to bear in, future; times a deciſive at- es moſt of the, witneſſes;that were preſent. 
teſtation, in ſupport. of the honours: and pro- at that marriage, are ſince dead; and we 
perty of his poſterity; and it may well be © acc; ordingly ſaw; bis lordſhip married, over 
_ ſuppoſed, that motives of delicacy, and a de- 4 again this preſent day above mentioned. 5 
ſire to remove every doubt and ſuſpicion as « Witneſs our bands, Luke Maſterſon. 
to his wife, might have been one of bis in- Howard Kyan. Thomas Troy. J. Strin- 
dug ments to this meaſure.” He ſent. invita- ger. James Whyte... Walter Devereux. 
tions to ſeveral, gentlemen of the neighbour-, <* John lanns, A 1 n ene Makers 
ork to dine with; him at Camolin-park,on; © nan.” e 0191 a 
e dh of October 2732 to Mr. Maſterſon. 


4 Sleſey acknowledged he had. intermarried 

«with: Juliana Donovan, counteſs of. Angle-| 

«< ſey on 15th day of September 1745 
e and at e ſame, time the ſaid counteſs of 


11 
0 Angleſey produced the certificate of ſaid 
marriage in our preſence; and he, the ſaid 


earl of Angleſey, declared he was: 5 
« determined to have the ſaid marriage cere- 

C mony perſormed over again te prevent. 

64 any future diſputes in his lordſhip! 8 family, p 


"I 


e Eſq; Mr. Devereux, and ſe- 


1 other gentlemen gf honour and probity.. - 


Wpben they came, they were told, they were 
| l to be witneſſes to his mare. Some 

of them anſwered, they ppre 
been before married to lady, 3 The. 
earl replied, that it was true, but, as the 
witneſſes were all, dead, except the clergy- 
man, he would be; married again. Neil was 
then at the park, and the earl called upon. 
bim. to; perform the cee 
Was vo occaſion, that he matried them ſeveral 
Peers fince, and had' given a certificare. of it, 
which he deſſred tc ſee, and lady Angleſey 
9 It was read aloud, and afterwards 
| _peruſed.. and cloſely. examined: by. ſeveral of 
| the. gentlemen. preſent, ſome of whom were 
Well :acquainted; with the hand writing of 
2 Kavanagh. Neil then ſolemaly de- 


clared, chat he had married them on the day, 


2 Krrtiftente bore date, chat he had en it 
immediately after the, ceremony, and that the 
dy: of it was his hand writing; de Mill in- 


crlebrddon 5 ae . earl with warmth. 


ey | 1 


fo ſolemn. 


ony. He ſaid, there 


ted, that chere was na accaſion for a. ſecond 


©"This 1 commoner — be ae 0 
all; its concomitant circumſtances, and there- : 


fore cannot by implication. be conſidered as 


an act inconſiſtent with the former, . when it 
is conſidered, that it was celebrated for the ex- 
preſs purpoſe; of calling upon the ſame prieſt 


in the face. of the congregation to * 
and publiſh the. former marriage. 


Such a declaration from a. clergyman upon 
occaſion is as ſtrong in fers 
conſcientie, as if he had been examined upon 
oath, which would have put an end to the 
cauſe; and; it cannot be ſuppoſed, that any. 
man of ſenſe would have conſidered ſuch a 
declaration leſs ſolemn than an atteſtation. 
upon, bath. Neil had kept the ſecret. as long 
as: it. was, neceſſary, but in 1751 mentioned 


it to his brother, and in ſummer, 1752 ta Sie, 


mon Kayanagh of Rock-ſavage i in the county, 


of Carlow, Eſq; a benz Mots agg 
will not be queſtioned. A 


The tranſaction of the, th * OQuber 
1752.was of great. notgriety... Neil lived for; 
eight years after, not having died.” till the 
28th of September 1760 and no attempt by * 


0 any 


1 Leid Anneſley. 


From this time to to hs death be led Pub- 
[lickly with her as bis wife. Sbe was ak | 
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lege or centficate of 4x, dot 
"life" of Neil. *. SLING, 


*Jally Ednhidered, viſited, and received as fach, 
"and" he conftantly « to Bis laſt hour 2 Erted 


former | rigs og and. the Tegitimacy of His 4 
arts 1 in K 
33 "He he er levied les” and ſulfered . 


22 Wy £388 


ies of his eſtates, and made a will in 


1 "195k, by which be deviſedall his eſtates, ſub- 
15 e to a jointure for lady Angleſey, and to 


rtiong for his three daughters by her, h 
ie calls ladies, to his ſon Arthur by the the 1 10 
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About two years befor bis death ks mide / 
his/1aft will, dated 5th of April 1750, atteft- * 
ed by the late lord viſcount Loftus, and two 
other witneſſes, in which he gave Juliana, b 


: 1 the ſtiſe of Juli iana countelt of Arigleſey his 


a Wife, 1000 l. yearly, payable out of. all his * 
185 "real eſtates in Great Britain and Ireland, in 


N — Julia 


0 Lach, payable at twentyzone or df ing 
the 


1 bis dear wife counteſs Juliana he had ſever: 
| natural children by different women, nin 


| named, 


D927 "fs he. 8 
© — 


: 4 bar of Dower ; 'and. reciting that: fince bis 
. marriage with her be had ſevery 


children 
by her, of which three 


fon. were then only living 3 lady Richard; 


ha, and lady Catherine, * Arthür 
Anneſley, otherwiſe e lord Anneſley : 


le gave "bis daughter Richarda { zoo0l. and | 


101 hip daughters Juliana and Catheride 3: 50. 


one; 1 then the whole to his ſon for life, And 


der to ber three daughters in rail; with f | 


veral remainders over ; and he gives bis en 
powers to charge! 20601. yearl for a LI, ans | 


00 200001. for you ger chil ten. dig 4 
And reciting that before his marriage wit 


 Nie"fived' ſeparate from his firſt wife Mrs.” Ahn | 


* Pruſt, afterwards counteſs ofAn gleſey, Viz a- 


bg ötbers by Mrs. Ann Simpſon Dorothea 
Anneſle Gia his 15 5 1% eben is ewoothers 


. 10 the Gently, to cal this mater tings, 
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'executhin'”0 a. NIN 1 I. 225 49 N 
Dunn Vie tits of, wi tits "when 
"fe was ry "Jan zuiſbing " Eontlition, 'he 
kept 1 reſident domeſtic chapliin," Me. Falls 
' FaVoris „ was. very regular 15 Leden "$a 
frequent prayers in Vis kalen, at which fie 
Beret” attende DON Lg 50 


in ae * wa A" 11 "and 
5 the Ex itiniacy of his children by Juliana. 
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He died oh "the Tach e of Fahuary, 1761 JE 


"i 176 Mt. John Anipelley, ane of the 
peti tition to the ny 
"of Hallifax, then lord Tidiiteriafit of this k 


dom, claiming the titles bf Frecunt 1 


A, and baron e ws, "The: preſentnob 


lord by lady A of rand. gpardian 
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rech th the attorney an flat 4 neral, . ho 85 


were attend by: by GAP — 
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. i davithi of. both i ſides OPER 


! before the 5 | 


With coriſent of the mothef, and charge mim 
"fame on all his real effates. He deviſed to th te 
Ulis wife and three other truſtees all his eſtates Septen 55, that Arth Prov 
in truſt to ſell the woods, and to apply "the the Mart jpt of ichitd, late Cart of Lina 
N rent for 5 z of bis debts, and to fa, "with Jdliana bis möthhel on the 1 5th 
pay 500 J. yearly for the .maintebahce dd September, 1741, by the beit evidence the 
Scene bf his ſon till his. age of twenty. nature or tile cate would admit of, and that 


i the honours of Valentia and Mount Nortis 
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veſted” in che "fad Afthur 
5 22 mal rate of” Kd | 
Lane tg) joiflow a nook 
i e 031 ur noble 


r 


Mae e and fat 40 500 


leon in't 12 5 les nes, 1 4 Ai 
8 preſent, = _ i * pl os 


r 
+97 


Me Bs 4 writ of ſummons' to call hi 


8 2 Fg 18755 7 and petitioned * 
to the” 1 wres of Great Britain 1 5 of 


e Angleſ CE 5 1 WAY 
" ls be "His 
410 501. H! Tao} bis „Ni 


22 


, ; + „ R q ? 1 5 
wh z £371 8 If 1 1 b 2a 493 =) 


4 Ker Detached? hey wm, or 1 55 TR 


82 
— R 


4 — . « 
{ ' Ty 
* 4 ** 
i 1 418 "op" y P 19 . * 2 
* 12 * 4 243 . 4 * 
os ord- 


we * 
2 
3 
* 


— 2 —— — — Loch : 


. af Ma ay rj 
Wn and, th 


Ire 04. to 1 om 
and, . who, having 2 
itim 


, 
| 1 


115 dener of the iNlegicimacy | 15 


| ver mother's, „marriage with earl, 


ke 


2 ey 


11 
o con 


1 


A 


oeporh and; 1 F . 
e ze nic 
. wn 1 * = M Dons 
| thole proceed : Jigs ws 
 Dubbis in. be al be and 
daughters of Mrs. e. on, prefe By 75 
a petition to, his 5 71 alledging n 
to trüch, that, M, n might, ik. 
thought propetz, ave. laid | enger „ei- 


ore the aftor- 
ney and folightor.. ge relabd ; 


| and 
\Projin og that Fas Ke thould ff 91 the 
uit in che ege! clefiaftical court, in hic 


* 


a3 agitated, Was leterminec 


bh Hs Majeſty. was} p eaſed | to refe | uf this "pet 
ion to T. AT; ; general. [ Eng gland, 


be di reQtions. ta co nlider his, vrmer report, 
* to give bis 6; nion on, fac ues eyi- 
ce as hould b. e laid before Me WAY 


"Mr. a attorr Y, phage. a. 115 rapor 
2 c 15 4 Fs ay 10 on 5 


rel ile * 5 — dp the 
yment 1 feat, ti lA ſuit. in the ec- 
Ae court 'betyeen oth ath er, perſons thou uld 

e determined, which, ;.. obſer J. WIS 
1 on in ſuch a manner as, .to le ve i 
0 when, or Whether 0 * ul 
be b OO to 9— 


Donovan after his death. This, and the 


4 Ll 19. 
** q * 
« 15 1 


e 
. 1 en to. ed . 
| 51 Ravartigh | was gase to dram PI - 


ane 


: 


"Wet 1 13 41 gw ib h e 


nt! * bog 
at 34 Any leſey bel? 


icy 


10 3 4 
olin park in September 4¹⁷ # 


aeg 5 5 .in this. kingdom, 7 


' witne 


ot 


pro- 


1 


to this T ke | 


votec 0 


5 greateſt capacities, that eyer 


that, if 22 was the kätzle, jadge, he . 
J 0 ter! rmine 


n England; Ws pot 
pear to. 'your 
thaye, hap 


lordthi hips. mg 
2rjur 


727550 9 very differently at differe 


180 2 ack, wh hich y Was. 4 15 not kno 
0 fb. "His "lordthip's c 8 FR) e IN 
© unuſual” difadvantages. T. 17 


the Jah hone. ANCE, ways ; * 
bel 5 


ave. no. 


5 


otec 85 


who 7 SEE 


3 one of | 


min! 1 r. Hall, in dilcuftng 3 7 
. the weight of. evi deyce,. declares 


he claimant; another noble 
te; 1 04 55 Was 1 a differen nt 


. ſt 
we (oe 


LF 


qur onfi { ies < 55 and 
* if s 5 5 F 


deportme int of a An | 
; e Wei ight 9 "the N was 6 
b fo to have been g iy i in, OE, of f lors 
alentia,, ang fimilitude of hand) 
e and. fallacjous evidence, 2 
not to be of weigh ty 
e r= 


. ported by F great yariety « of Ccireumf ances, 


„„ a man's, {Mi writing two de more 7 | 


yl YG 
RN * 
24 


ffent and uniform than che man bimſelf?“ 


open 5 Fea 5 4 


of, a probable fact lup- | 


* 


. 22 
Why s 
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. [And I acknowledge, "Wh ir- the  watecials for writings .not to be kiten 
7 teen 122 * ub then alten aleg, ing, cont ideration 7. Jong varies. more 
upon 2 ugſtign wheth: n 1 12 the, writing. of. 1 men at different 
mage out hig tat b. honourssto tie and Kavanagh will appear to be one 
Fe! ive the lame in the, tlye, arts.» 5 of, thoſe men. y {fn this 14 a forgery, is it A 

y ; characters, 52 wiege es could not 'conjefture within, the comp afs, of probability, 
e areat Britain; and the, opice- that ſuffi * pins iguld vot haye been ta 
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ture, and had forged the name of Nixon writ ingof Charles! Cavanagh, and ſeveral of 
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the year 46, = was = onal 
him as hig.natufal.ſon,. He ran, away from 

ſchool in the year 59, and went to Dublin; 
| e continued in ſeveral low fituations ; 


7 treated by 


© , proof - "of, his own 1815 


his reſentment on account. of the, ref ufal 7-4 


inother Teaſe Ba ſive ys your lor i 
rouble { of bi 8 etit " «ink DST RSS A. 
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is vie been a incl hotorio 8 5 of an 
infar jamoy $ charaQte and weeks Bad n no othe 
Lahs 5 lufee ut by that Hhonbutabl 
profeſſion; * and the bigs pre of ' in- 
troducing entlemer 105 young 1a Ae A favour 
which | he did © to lord A Avglcley with Ann Sal- 
eld, a and for which ke was paid, And this wil 
appear by by a Jette rite bs qwn hand, ftatin 
this if ns 150 nele ey's milk miſtreſs. . This 


e withi Meh few months d ri | 


circumſtance will 15800 t for 'Mrs," uintio's | 


wearing, that this letter“ Was not bis hand 
writing. Lady iakerfdah Will piobe, that 
Ann Salkeld » was kept by lord Angleſey in 


London; and that lord Hawerſham for that 


reaſon r not ſuffer her to gb to her 


| he was —— out of thoſe difficulties all 


the kindneſs of lady Angleſea, but K the ro 
never afterwards preyail upon the earl to 1. 


him. 0 dis n Nas children, the three daughters 


e 8 houſe. She was called Miſs Nancy, 


n lord Angleſey” s leaving England in 
15 ON: Reed, ſent to Mill-hill with fout 


Afﬀter the death of the 124 id ths kW by ing on, and another called Ann Glover. 


haved with great affection to him, and it will _ | 
appear, that this ungrateful adventurer, who 


Meg. Hay; otherwiſe Buntin, will appear 
to be a proper partner for the bed and con- 


now ſo very unjuſtly complains eben Judy: -.. yerfation of, the worthy Mr. Hay, and as 
great a tharpet as her huſband; After her 


ſhip, has by his letters to her during the 


courſe of ſeveral years ackadapladgediie have marriaga with Hey ſhe projected a ſingular 


received the greateſt obligations from her. 


hel five or ſix years, and particularly was 
in Londog in May 1770,. and knew feb the 
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ors 2 Ahr, and After W Me Nneſſcs 


{gar he had notice of his e title; 


nours 


paß by; 
Se and having learned from him | the 


ſcheme for the purpoſe of raifing money. She 
»hexſelf and; her ſiſtef Mary in mourning, 

aded, for the death of a relati- 
on ; ſet up a coach, in which they drove to 
the ſhops of different ti adeſmen, and took up 


goods „ N amount: the ſcheme was, | 


that an execution ſhould be taken out again 
Her babe d In the nalin öf a ; preterided kr 
ditbr, and the goods ſold under it. But the 
ſueceſs of this ſcheme Was defeated by aceil 
. One” of the many "opener 10 


ladies acquaintance in Lodo) n, happening to 
Aire her 1 che knew the 


character and courſe of life of this * 5 
by her artet c. e ya . 

Haverſtiam, und Miſs Gloikt, now 

. Nöte, 'both reſide in“ Dodo; but, 

E as 


———2 


part of that legacy, "as: they Feinde 


2 — — 


— 
. — 


vs Richte petition 2 s been to Viehy 
ferred, their attendance cannot be had re 
day; but, if neceſſary, we hobo. time 
be given for their coming over, th 5 we at: 
ter ourſelves there will be no occaſion, 
The mother of chis man, or an "of the tl 
family, tho' now, laid to be conf . 
neyer made any claim of a marriage ; and the 


The 


„ eleyen years during the yarious litigation 4 
upon this ſubjekt, but has by repea ted de 
 exprelsly affirmed the noble lord's legitimacy, 5 

| and. his own. iJlegitimacy..... _ - 

1 haye now done. 909 9 

ow, Valentia, | 
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me to mention Bom him, TINT 
The irregularities of, the father at in bi 
life-time nearly overwhelmed. his fortune, his 
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honours, and his teputation. But, we. hope 

the innocent inheritor of his dignities an 40 
elates will not ſuffer by indiſcretions and 
miſconduQs, from which his own nature and 


7 14 a 
py 1 25 4 5 


preſent adventuret not only acquſeſce tor g. 


ere tp 


to examine u 
. e pe 5 


VR 24} nh 4 Mes, 


bn þ 1 i 
Mg 1 1 of a a re 2 of the martiag 
of Richard Annelley unn Pfuſt, taken out 
of the regiltry. Vooks « the pariſh of North 
ham in Devonſhire, and a copy of the k 
wud of her burial at Monkley in 'Devor- 
ite, and a copy of letters' of "admitiſtfatio 
out of the court of Barnſtable,” 1 examine 


* 


each of them; they are all true copies; 1 


| them letter LS letter, and 19 _— | 
14 1 


* 9422 Pets . 7 ney \ 0 1714 1143” 
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copy of the "regiſlty of 110 burial, 
"and of the adminiſtration, was objected 
40. 5 21 At » 15 
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Thee copy 4 the regiſter of Northam pas 
© Tiſh, of the marriage in 1715, was readt 


a and a copy of the regiſtry of burials in 
10 Monkley pariſh; the 14th of Auguſt 


1747, was read. The letters of . 


* 9 4 3 7 þ * 4 , * 1 "of 
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1 But th ame 1 dae Anneſley 
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1 ; SPP 40 1440 
Ii IE Became firſt acquain nd with lord vgs 
1 ſey i. in 1740; was married to i the 


1 paſa 8 Was the ceremony of marriage repeat 
"8 CC at any other time?? 


-4 


bo It was, I believe in October 1352. The 
. marriage was at Camolin Park, lord An- 
gley's „ 1 


wy . By what 1 Mon 


1 „By Mr. Neth, Lautence Neil. 

3 6 -& Were any. Aker e preſenta at it 'P 
lt 

' . * 


a l by 'n . ; : 504 9 g | 2 —_ dae called LY | OSD TT Jo Gat Lig ts c 
wit dene witneſs lady Aude. by 5 1 
1 te evidence achat toz 45 bring: aue. 


1 the deten 29: ber 
"JO. . ie 28. enen to 


0 Nixon Donovan and Charles Kavanagh. 
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ph | We, of mine, FS 2 a Mr Kavanag 


vanag h was, from the firſt time 1 ſaw him 

till his death in the ſituation of a ſteward, 

I heard he was bred an attorney. Nixon 

Donovan was at that time in the amp. 
Q. Was any paper 4 471 on that octaſion? | 
- There * ng | , | 


The witneſs having befere ſaid fie was is: 
. tremely ill, and had a vi e, bead. uch, 
1 e have 1 retire 5 which Was allewed. 
. i hahn FI % Mie Third 


- — 24. 4 vs, 4 7 532 
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was 


1 Ard det, Uke Naſteroh wy 


Na DES) 26% Han * s Bert op 


ein eh Angleſey 4068. don after N e 


Into poſſe on of hit eſtate in the cout) or 
Werford. Sometime, I believe, in the year 


31747, m a6 
ſome years 


uaintance continued very Hloſely . 


guainted with: kim? ei 
15 1. had lived out of the Ste act La 
to 1748 moſtly ; and from 1748 1 was in dis 


neighbourhool till his death. Lived about 


four miles from Hin A 202 


Dm you viſie 4 bis houſe tfler 1748? 


I was MO there from 1748 to the 


time of bis death. I cannot be very poſitive, 
when I firſt ſaw lady Angleſey, bur” think it 
was about the yeat 1750 or 1751¹ oer 4k 

Q. When you firſt faw Her, in what rlight 
conſidered ? 
About the time I firſt fow het; ir began to 
be whiſpered in the country, ſometime before 
that, that ſhe was married to lord Angleſey. 


" Was there any declaration of a marri- 


at that time, or not? 


e was ſaid by his friends, ets whe « a 
| en and very few of his friends doubt- 
edit: thoſe, who were in oppoſition to his in- 


tereſt, would r not net him as married at 
that time. FP ho, e $65.5 

Q. What was Joli own Haber of the 
mattet, had you any cauſe to dn 11 vs 
nion one way or the other? 


I had no cauſe, farther than that 15 5 


biaſſed in favour of lord Angleſey, that were 


was a marriage. N 
Q ln what manner ras the cathy him 


at the time you f ſaw her? 
He treated her with as W 8 and 


reſpe, when I did ſes her, as' "if me had 


been his lady, his wife 
Q. Was you at dds, 1 in 175% at any 


di, and in what month? ri 


I can recollect a particular tl 1 je was 


on my return from the affizes of Wexford, 


in October 1752, that I accidentally called to 
make a viſit to lord Angleſey, whoſe houſe 
was not much out of my way home. 

Q Did you evet ſee him in company with 


any other woman called his wife? Th: TOR 


ever ſee Mrs, Simpſon ? ej 

1 did. I believe, I had ſeen tak gether 
three or four times, when” TP lived 12 85 
ther. 

2. Was it before or after the de, chat 


you 2 85 in e wick lady eee 1 


My 


ey vnn in that coun 
My firſt acquaintatice' with Richard, "I 


1 that to his death. FA Wen. 
"E When did you betome more Wente, 


treated certainly in a different manner. 


- A Ms a Aale. 
Rn 
8 Did he treat Mrs, Simpſon with 'the 


Ame reſpect and uxtentſonʒ as he treated lady 
„ n An Thel. in iel ae, 


in the bevirſe 30, oo, 20d i © 
Q. Haye you any pärticul ar resſon, as to 
his treatment of Mrs. Simpfory 2-1) 0 
Oe time In particular 3 I can't call to 
m the year or month; but I happened td 
be at Camo hn; at dinner; and[/Mrs: Simpſony 
then ſtiled lady Angleſeyzecime to table, 
with het eyes were much blood ſhot. One 
Mr. Ianns, a gentleman who was often at - 
Camolin, ſat near me, and J aſked him the 
occaſion of that appearance; he told meg 


lord "Angleſey the night before had given 


her a very good drubbing. They were Dein 


Q. In October 1752, when you was at 
Camolin, after the afſizes, do you remember 
any thing te e "ne N 3 
— 4 bag e | 

Lord Angleſey was thar day marred. 4 /14 

Give an account of it. 

On my coming there; hal Lay; hoe the 
aſſizes, ſoon after I had ſeen lord A ngleſey, 
he aſked me; whether I had ſeen Mr. Ianns; I 
ſaid, I thought I had ſeen him coming-croſe 
the hall; be defired;” I would go and ſpeak 
to hit, and he would tell me the cauſe of 
defiring me to dine there that day: I did ſo 3 
and — him engaged with people of buſineſs.” 


1 returned; and told my lord; I had not ſpoke 


to Mr. Ianns, tho' I had ſeen him, He then 
ſaid,” he would let me know the occaſion of 
his writing for me; and that he deſired, that 
I and Mr. Kyan; his two moſt particular 
friends in the country, ſhould be preſent at a 
ceremony to be performed that day. I could 
not help ſmiling” at his mention of a marri- 


age, and told him that it was generally be- 


lieved in the countty, and I almoſt had a 
econviction; that he was married, and that it 
appeared very odd to me, that there ſhould be 


a ſecond marriage: he ſaid, it was very true, 


but I am directed by my lawyers to have a 
ſecond marriage .me ol Tam deter- 
mined it ſhall be this day. 

Q. Was any clergyman there. ELL nd 

There was; who, I jo vp was W 
there on that enn 5 his name was Neil; 
1 don't know his chriſtian” name. I have 
heard, upon recollection, that it was Lau- 
rence; We it was fo, or . 1 cannot 
ſay. on nn HD. | 1 N * LY") 


2b 


la he: Nan 
Zleſey's talking of a -repetizion. of. 8 
5 angie © een e ee ag. eee 
_ OY Befarabp.vins vpom the ceremony; 
4 whih lord and lady Angleſey and many others 
were in the room, he aſked. ber a Dertifivare 
"> a wattiage, he had-given before.. H. af * 
Q. What was done upon that ? 1s 21: Wis 
©; Logd Angleſey aids hebelieved lady Angle- 
ſey had t. It: was produced by lady, Angle 
ſey z the was in the toom, bes on One 
Tate, was aſked. for hy- Mr. Neil, Lats * $401. 
Q. Did ſbe produce: babe, g6ing out 
of the. toom ? a 5b. nt Wt 
„She went up log it, and brought Penny 
to the beſt of my.memory. .Neil Jooked. at 
the certiſicate, and reach it, and Afterwards 
acknowledged che whole, to de his, hand 
writing. I think, he did not! read it out, for 
it was immediately handed about, to ſhew/ to 
thoſe, who were,appointed. by lord Angleſey, 
| ges of that marriage... MES ab Þ CSF 
\ Did he ſay, whether he had married 
them any time before? ; 
9 He declared, he had neal eee „ 
| ume bat certificate ann ,agcprging to 
| dada of it. 09.3% 44 bs 
Q Do you mean that lady Al: r. nat 
was hegte juſt now 2. „ ee eee nee 
Ves, yes that was ſhe, that was, preſent, 
abd/produced the certificate, I read: the cer. 
tifcatt, After the marriage was over, it was 
Mewn to and read by, thoſe, who were de- 
bred to be witneſſes. to, the marriage. It was 
vat handed abouts till. the ceremony, of mar- 
tiage.was over,, Some had a curioſity to ſee 
it, before the ceremony; had begun; I do not 
think, I did. A ceremony of marriage Was 
_ performed: that daꝝ bh Neil between lord and 
lady Angleſey, .. There Was a certificate af- 
terwards drawn and ſigned by thoſe wh 
lord Angleſey deſired tg be witneſſes, in parti- 


be the firſt. I cannot call to mind, ho were 
preſents. and ſigned the certificate, — — 


a great many preſent. 80 far a8 I recollect. 


there was Howard Kyan, Mr. James Whyte 
of Peppard szcaſtle, then lord Angleſey's 
agent, Watt Devereux, John Stringet, John 
Ianns, and, I believe, lady Angleſey's two 
brothers 4 1 think they; were. there, one na- 
med Richard, the other, Cornelius. Donovan. 
QQ Who drew this certificate, you ſigned ? 
I chink it was Mr, Jauns, I cannot be very. 
paliting's ; I:know Ianns's band writing, and 
if I faw that certificate, I could know if it 
was that he ſigndd. 
Q. When Mr. Neil was applied to by 
lord Angleſey, what did he ſay ? 


now; ſaid my lord Angleſey., - 
fog prot per that it ;/Was, 
1 8 


it on the. tab 


eular: Mr. Kyan and me, who he deſired, ta 


92 | $i « 


but have no doubt he Was: It was ſigneg i 


uite . and ay 11 il | 
Lach, u. matter £9u)d-bg ahought of; and Jord 
Keen in a bat mood. laid, he did nor 


ſend for him. to l kath. Manner, he ſent 


lot him to;marry, him; But I did that befs 
No mattes oſot thati Jou muſt do i it 
He 100d, We n 
in conformity, to 
lawyer's advice that he was to mary Again. 
Me. langd, after he rote the, cextibieate, left 
, and.the witneſſas were defred 
uh hordAngleſey. partitularly 40.0 grad 


the certificate before they, ligned, i It., 9145 N 17 it 


Did lotd Angleſey mention any sgci- 
dent, ſince the, forings marriage, that in- 
2 * t,hang.ao eons. eee pery 
M bland vhht wid fi 
ow mentioned, ; 


firſt certifcate were, all;de 
the principal reaſon why: his. lawyers. dehred 
him to go into a ſegong, marriage. He did not 


L rd 


ney n kannte hid all 
ee 8 Nan 663 
Ams ; the. ip oy 
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a . 19, b then very "ſame jo? Bey 
that was,produced by lady Angleſey; that day: 
It was ſigned with the very ſame names ſes 
ere. 1tbigk, I put che initial letters off my 
name on the back of it. I believe I 3 
paper tige fince.the marriage 3. firſ,in Oc- 
tober, 1754», and ungen an occaſion, I en 
here, it was produced to we. 

Q., When 7 vou put the joitia] euer of 
peu agg to. it 2 110 lt "1 W | Ran ic 

I was called on to make an affidavit. to the 
fact of: what I am now on, before-a waſtes in 
chancery. I cannot; regolle& upon hat oc 
caſion that Wazz but. I was, ſent for from the 
country fo make; an affida vit, of the mar- 
riage, and did ſo, fot I came up on no other 
account, . I cannot iregollsct the yeary buy it 
was in winter not many . Fears. 489. do 
* *ich mee 


"Th other ame, 1. 155 Anon! to the 
Fo - MAT! A 0" N LEN 


ie 1 to, that, certificates 
Kyan, Thomas Toys, Walter Devereux, 
John Stringer, White, John. Ipnns, 
It w 8 cr af the day it bears datę. 
- Qs Were all thoſe; preſent, whoſe, hates 


you read there ? 


I have; ng,recolleQion of Th omas/Tr roy, 

im 

mediately after the ceremony Was — al/tol bo 
| before 


„ 5 

8 
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beten COTE us went on of the rooms. 


"- Jus 


t after the marria 


kno W. 
*all Th | 
was fi have hear there v was uch Þ mag in, * 
eguntry, but ha no. zequaintance with, h N. 

yan, Devereu3, Stringer, Whyte, and nu 


Kod not go. 0 


ad. , 
Mt perfectly recolle# the fevelat” "wa aitery in 
ee of hoy Py 3 Th 
of ar Wk * i L523) 
1k 197 Chap fles 


P 


e of a very I 0 . Er e A 
5 one could impeach him . as 12 


ing very fond of a cup, He is dead.. 


I have an eſtate in the county of Werſord, a 


which, bounds lord Angleſey's * on ↄne 
3 cloſe, within, wo. miles of * i 
meſhe, ; ſome part of it a mile. 

Before that day in October 1752 1 mw 
had converſation; with lord An gleſey 
recolſect, relative to lady Arg, * Pet 
been for ſome. time indiſpoſed, and my, me- 


moty and recolleQion. very indifferent. 1 


heard him call her his lady and wife very of- 

n (before October 1752: I cannot Aarticu- 
| lach ſay, when 1 firſt heard him ca her io, 
but believe it was A or two before that 
Jn. 1763. 

L believe; Kavanagh. was dead at.the. ti me 
of the ſecond marriage, as I was told ; it was 
ſo looked upon in the country. Nixon Do- 
novan was alſo ſaid to be dead, 1 have no 
acquaintance with Mr. John Anneſſe lley, ex- 
cept that he called on me at my h. 
cannot ſay preciſely the time, but it Was ſoon 
after lord Angleſey s death; he <alled. on me 
to know the certainty of the marriage, that I 
Was witneſs to, which . informed 
directly, gave him an account of, what paſſed 
that diy ; 1 did tell bim what Mr. , Neil 
ſaid 1752, as to the former marriage and 
every particular circumſtance that WM 

on the 8th. of October 1752, on Jorg, Angle- 

ſey's ſecond marriage. 
TH Was any other perſon with Mc. Jobn 

Anneſley to make the inquiry? 
There was one Mr. Meheux, | whom. 1 gig 
not know, but am told he is an attorney. 1 
I did know Stephen Hay from the age 
of about eighteen ; I believe he as à county 
of Wexford gentleman; knew. bim before 
be went to France, knew him in London 


in November 1745 1 cannot (ay, what way 


of life he followed, bur believe he was in 
— ſome diftreſs ; - he ee to me to be WE : 


ſigned it, | 3 lea, Wh the tr oy 


Was very. ſorry 1 to he 


ous ; 1 
bim of . by 


eldeſt fon of lord An. 


extremely. well. 


* 5 
8 * i | 
. 


J 


U 


. 
. 


y lodging. gps mores. oh 
e e wot | 


a Tai 1 8 5 i 5 
d ö 
„ Je np a op 122 


bought it, and * c 
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| Boing djhred 4 ſpaok y dig: aud mf, 


the witneſs ſaid, dag 1 oll; 101 
KL As. to my own ; 
whether ben had n en n bee 


en if, he had, 1 257 N 
one. le was. 1951 to to. be marries, Sy 
that time, . .when aſt, fa ; 10 whim. in ——— 


1 bad ; a IE for hi, 7 Mc 
91d wy e 


ar at 
Agerch gro- , 


ried to'a lady, that was 9 905 


entleman in ; 
5 told me . e FER 


Fand 


oy + hat 


k, abe — 
re lor 1 » Jope 
0s. before,, ford. & 1 05. ie in 
| was in ad 00 e Ark. when 


1001 


ln} way he nil nh 
oþ Tam chat him FO p = lh 


I have ſeen Mr. Richard. A 
cl aims, theſe, honours 3 $5, dau hi 
mat J years ago N lin, pas 
ox three ** bore! 

few. years 
Mes 


ple 7 


14 
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bat was of er. TY given 00 i 
d, Anneſley,. W. + beard 0 
Foy Angleſey, nog ws n. . Lon 


| A ſaw the preſent. "lord Valentia,. hey 1 

was very, young, when abobt ten or ecleyan 
years years old. 1 cannot tell, when I. iſ 
ſaw him; I 25 bim before the year 1752 
very. often. Was treated 8 time 
ord. Angleſs 57 had eyery 
x neceſſary” maſter for bis i ee 1 had;a 
private tutor for bim, and I believe i in every 


other reſpect treated as, his lawful ſon, I 
never has 12 had [A ide furor for 
Mr 


Mr. Nichard Abele 140 

* 1752 lord SE was ales ky" 
welley in his facher's life 3 in 17 15 4 ke 
treated with the füme care as his Jawfyl Ks, 
and looked of 'by every perf perſon as ſuch, he 
Was called fomeétimes Arth wr, Toltietimes » .my 
bord, but was Fes 2 7 La foal after 

tho warde i 97 $6." 
11 Ba 


nion ig 101 | 
a 1 7 fley's council. 4 
70 1 was cause by y the lords in G Brl- 
\ tain, and Ywote Wl the fame 4s Bw, as 
riexr us 1 can call to mind. I Beard the 2 
did determine againſt lord nee 
not then in England. 1 n 


Kine! 4 


in 


4 1 
ray 3g 4 4% % 3 4+ 8% 1 
y vc BY + 7 
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As * 


K 49 a 


18 Talbot's $ nathe was William. 1 "og 1 
Yiews ford Angleſey did | continue bis Mr 


for the preſent lady Angleſey, as fat as I could 
ver hear, till his death. She behaved with 


en witneſs to. 
N Hid 
him ? "IM 
"AW that - cannot poſſibly anſwe! 
ar as 1 could ever ſce or hear, his behaviour 
was very affectionate and fond of her; at the 
ſame time it was very well known in the 
'tountty," that he would not be controuled by 
any perſon, but would purſue what ever he 
took into his head, As to her acquiring an 
Influence, I do not Enow of any that ſhe 
had, Lord Angleſey was very old to be ſure at 
chat time, but he was perfectly in his under- 
ſtanding. "Lady Angleſey was not very young 
at that time; I cannot fay what age ſhe was 
of, but believe the might have been thirty 
fout or thirty five at the time of his death; 
thirty 
cannot fay how old ſhe was in 175 82. He 


1 
: 


was very fond of his children by her. 


Q. Did any of the ſervants call lord 6. alen- 
[tia lord Anneſley before 175 527 
1 believe they did; can't be pike, but 
believe he was called b many of the lower 
claſs of people lord Anneſley before 1752; 
and U immagine he was called fo by the fer- 
"vanes of the family, but cannot recolleQ, 
. Don't you believe, lady Angleſey was 


þ looked on as a opt 1 12 ſome time A 1 


e 


_. 1 Cera hid ad! no doubt of it. $6 


Ws What was your [aaa 


n tis EN f 


m nat "being oljetted 1e, was ' waved, 
4 With you before the ſecond marriage in 1152? 


; OV. A fondneſs and affection for bim, that 1 | 
not the a very great influence over 
5 80 | 


five or thirty ſix I took her. to be: 1 


7 had the 8 of puer n 
ah had in the country ; Vece I beca 4 
| 7 5 acquainted with the family Yo 1 muſt 
have had the ſame opinion with the people 
'of the Country. 1 became intimate! in the 
famſly from the time of my reſidency, 'which 
was in 1748, and den T looked upon her 
btherwife. WINE 4 
Was you = mütilte wiek ber? do 
. Ido not think I had ſeen her till 3 very 


tits time before 1757. T had not any ac- 


1 Ft atigr 1 i 


quaintalice with lady Angleſey till about 1748, 
very little acquiiritance, till a little before 
17/51: about the year 1730 or 175 1 firſt 
ſaw her; 1 firſt became acquainted with her 
then; 1 did not fee her to ſpeak to her till 

17513. I had often dined. and bf bebe i 
lord Re houſe.” 

Q. Did the ever blezkhal, dine, or ſup 


I do remember, I believe ſhe did at one 
particular time at dinner. Tho' a great many 
perſons were there, I believe no perſon is 
now alive, who was there that day at dinner: 
it was not at that dinner that I heatd lord 
Angleſey call her lady. T do not recollect 
poſitively whether ſhe fat at the head of the 
table that day, but I ſuppoſe ſhe did. 1 
imagine lord Angleſey did intend, ſhe ſhould 
be conſidered as his lady, for about the year | 


. 1750 or 1751, 2 conſiderable time before the 


matriage in 1752, it began to take wind 
that they were married, and before 1752 1 
did hear that many people, common tenants, 
and ſuch people, had given her the title of 
Angleſey. 


Q. Did lord Angleſey wiſh to keep his 
marriage with her ſecret, or to diſcloſe it t be- 
fore the ſecond marriage in 17527 


1 believe in 1751 he ſeemed Abe it 


mould tranſpire, ſo that the country ſhould 


look on it, that there was a prior marriage. In 
1751 1 believe lord Angleſey wiſhed, that it 
ſhould be ſurmiſed in the country, that he had 
been martied, He called her lady in my TI 
company upon an occaſion that a ſervant 
came in, it was a ſervant maid, for ſome par- 
ticular thing, I forget what, whom he de- 
fired to go to lady Angleſey and ſhe would 
get it. That was about the year 1750. 1 
did not know any other ſuppoſed lady then. 
That ſervant appeared a chambetmaid. CS: 
Q. In the year 1750 then he did not mean 5 
to keep his marriage ſecret? — | 
1 ſhould think not indeed. I did aids 
Mrs, Simpſon, and have ſeen her; ſhe was 


many years conſidered rounttſs of Angleſey. 
We . 


7 15 T2 TE 


I heard ſhe was introduced es the kalle, abe ah. 
to the principal people i in this city as u- 

teſs of Angleſey. In 1740 I had au ima- 
gination that ſhe was married from the gene- 
ral turn of the opinion of the cout. 


What particular reaſon had v in 


7709 to imagine, ſhe was lady Angleſey? 
I could have no other foundation but my 
own'ſurmiſe, from what I heard lord Angleſey 
fay; that he had been married to her, and 
never had been married to Simpſon; I be- 
lieve that was 1 57 e Wa p | 
at. that two men, 
Lord Angleſey beter toldit wine: bil at ehr 
one time. The two gentlemen preſent were 
Laurence Eſmond and John Jervais Whyte. 
Q. What introduced that converſation? 
It was brought about by Eſmond, who 
was very free and intimate with lord An gle- 
ſey, and was interceding for Mrs. Maes of 


and lord Angleſey had ſaid it was in Vain for 


any one to mention any thing of her to me, 


calling her by a very improper expreſſion, for 


I never ſhall ſee or hear of her more. Eſ- 
mond perſiſted notwithſtanding, and he told 
him nog 1 ſhall never more think of her; J 
have now got a wife that I am determined to 
ſupport and keep. 1 think be did' mention 
= at that time. 


Q Was it before 55 chat «lord ed Angleley 


| tl you he was mrs N 
fps before tis ttt. 

* Did you ever mention in ihat 6 peng 
that lord Angleſey had _ 1 ſo DEE _ 
he was married? 

I did not. 

Did his diCerewe! treatment {of th" two 


ladies give you any reaſon to think, he was mar. 
ried to one rather than the other? had you 


any other reaſon for thinking be was mar- 
ried to Donovan rather than Simpſon ? | 
Il a him never in temper in the preſence 
of Simpſon, nor in good humour: he was 
in better bender in preſence of the other. 

Q. Don't you | believe” be was en, 
8 . to Simplon * 

1 heard he was, can't * fay whether he was 


or not. The general opinion was, that he 


wis married. I have heard the ſame” thing 
as to his behaviour to Ann Pruſt; and by all 
Nee FA did e very n to them 
both. | 


2% Then what * bave you to „here | 
he was married to a woman, becauſe he be- 
haved well to her? was it not more probable, 


be would behaye well to a miſtreſs than to a 


two wives? 


tion before the lords 


wife, fron his —— ſkis 


Q. Did you mention upon your examina- 
in Great Britain, that 


lord Angleſey in 7749 told youz he was mar- 


nent Man 16142133436 en 3; -envelt un: 


I did not. 


4 K iy wad * wi zelt 1 1475 


Q. Wpy net bedybü was ſworn to give 


the 'beſt evidence: 1 „iin nu 22 8 Can! 70 1 
I did not recollect that circumſtance leo f 


Tam convinced; that it owa by tlie advice 
of council; the ſecond mmatriage- w]; and 
for this reaſon I am convinced of it. Mr. 
lanns, who was very much inthe confidence 
of lord Angleſey, had: ſeveral times after. told 


mez it was the only method he had to pres 
ſerve the titles and honours of the family in 


this young nobleman, and that it was by che N 


N 


advice of lawyers that this method was taken. 


1 believe it was by the en of 4 en the 
——_— marriage was had. 


Q. Was not the-putpoſe of dg en 


all the day of the marriage, that ſome ot 


you ſhould be witneſſes tu that tranſaction? 


- how Angleſey deſired only Mr. Kren nd 


ne 0616 7 


n Did the ben coat accidentally to 


Fey or were they ſent for? 
Lord Angleſey ſaid, be had the crejict 
dependance on me and Mr. Kyan to be wit 


neſſes that day. I do not know where Mr. 


Neil lived at that time} never heard he had 


any deneſice in the county of | Wexford j ne- 
ver ſaw him before that day. I do not re- 


member there was any licence produced that 
day. I believe Neil was in the houſe when 
I came there. The marriage was in one of 


the parlours ;- to the beſt of my recollection 


it was the parlour at the lower end; it was 
not the parlour where they uſually dined, 


ba in the eee cre fall oor th, 1 


think, FOOTER CT Bi Oe Oe 1 
. Did Neil know, dane you all met 
there, that he was to marry them that day? 

T believe he might have known it. 


Q. Was it not preconcerted FM : 


Angleſey and Neil, that when lord Angleſey 


' ſhould aſk him to marry, Neil N | 


tion, he had married them before? 
I thinks and believe, it was a matter pre- 


Caen J cannot but think eren 


r e in the Whole. 


Q. Did not you ſay, Neil ſaid, = Tres | 


ſurprized lord Angleſey ſhould 1 ran it h 
15 ws 170 Wk 11 


11 1 +.& 
1 
1 
ö bs "4 * * SE» 4 1 > 5 0 
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eee 04, en en eh ae er 
* canndt ſay -: e e, e word . 


% 


| Neil ſhould , callto lady:Angleſcy: ot the 
cettificate 


_ cate above flaits um purpoſe ? 


doom, then ſhe went for that certificate 


very good authority. * ut 


«Qs he: you bete ho ws ſurpriſed at 


that time, tho' he ſaid he was aw 


I know not what anſwer to mala to * 


Huoſtionss N 6 el A Men 90 e 


2. An an a revoncabthd. hate . 
could he- be ſurprilsd-“ ww be futgrifed-5l 


truth? was it not an affectation of kurrtien 


It might have been fo, 4681-1461 
Q. Da not you belie eat 1/7 .C 


I cannot take on me, toi ſays that it was ho” 


à real ſurpriſe. - sad: Balloons vom bib k | | 
Qui Was! it; moti aſs! pi d; that 


W 1 e 135 ein 81 gilt Jo! 


I believe a eder ine. Gi r ml 
Q. Do not you beheve, ſhe knew, ſlie was 
to-produte that certificate when called for jt +: 


Q o not you believe,the left the eertiſi- 
20” $5 'v 1 1 
J believe in the ſame way: Aa 1049) 
Q Was lady Anglefey hana e 


1 4 
1 1 


She was hut alittle! while out of the toom. 
Q. Had ſhe time nn 0. the rob- 
ings of any gown? + {bits 
Mn g Tn F minutes but ofthe 


; bt bf n if 1 1 "ng a 


2: tha 4% dad bse 4 age 
ſey a doubt of being able to prove the matri- 
age in 1741, when they had all ibis ptepatz- 
tory ceremony to the ſecond marriage? 
Lotd Angleſey ſeemed to build locally oa 
the certificate in 2) 3a, that the ſecond verti- 


| ficate would: be eſtablifning the firſt, as the 


matriage in 1741 was included therein. 
Ido not know, 'whether Charles Kavanagh | 
was alive in 1752, but believe he was! not. 
Neil has not e certificate in 179 
2 What — was there for 
all that evidence if they thought, they could 
ſupport the marriage in 1741? '© 7 
387 1 eee the ole, 
"©. Would "Y le derm evoitghiper 


| to-inftiruce's alt co-eftabliſh! that "tharriage, . 


en a ſecond tine 
1 did hoat, Jord Angleſey was „ Wiisdeby 
his lawyers to purſue a method ito eftabliſh 


it during Neil life: why it was not pro- 


ſecuted, I cannot ſay, bur did marie, 


i tet: 


Q. Who was the SS, har give or 


| Angleſey ſo good an advice? 


Counſellor Fitzgerald tele g bib our 
road to London, that if lord Angleſey had 


NA tw 


taken dis adylee, bo mucriage-in 1/41 would 


have bean-aftabliſhed. ' He was for ſome time 
his ſtandintz obunoil and adviſer, but I believes 


nt Jateenly.2, I cannot ſay, whether-be- was 


before 17. t the time he gave him = 
ad vice, he-hada donfidenes in him. I beli 
this pe- L upprekended from Mt. . 
Gerald; was aſter the ſecond martlage. I 

did not hey che ſecond mamisge was by advice 
ef cohneil. I did not mention any partipu- 


lar lawyer bet that whoever. was —— 


eiteiitd hire: 40 that en, marriage. 
| Q Did not chat-proceed from ſoms ſuſpi 

Fan be eee eee the nl mat. 

rige? N ttt tone oe ne nd 
T he witneſſes to ii were dead; New was 


; then liviegs. All. the childten by Miſs Do- 
Luomot believe: that, for then ſhe womd | 


+ N * * $4 MW. 4 g 4 10 1 
/ 1 „ * 1 2 50 N 
mad it Ws ering ale 

; * 


nevan were born after 17. Lond Angle- 
ſoy. did in 1952 wiſhi to eſtabliſn the marri- 
age in 1941. It was looked on as theceſſary 
that the abarriage in 162 ould. de per- 
formed: by Neil, as W _ RE 
them the füirſt. 0063 bh ie, 
Q. Would aon coundi ade nt at 
152 ſecond. time in 175; iſchis council were 


of opinion he bee, nn. in 


474¹ B n e 18417 Nies & n f 
ele les have ads 
vided him. The ſtrong preſumption is, that 


be would not have married 3 if 


he could have eſtabliſhed the firſ t. 

QQ. Do not you believe, that nan, 
tben the intimate friends of lord Angleſey; 
were braught there as witueſſes in iarder. to 
be. produced on any trial ela de 0 os gp 
timacy of lord Valentia? 

All, I believe, lord:;Amgleſey covld; . 
Pe Kyan and me, was, that we ſhould be 
ready to attend to prove; that marriage. 1 
believe, it was on that occaſion; that he did 


ſend for Kyan and me, that we might be wit- 


nen ee __ OY af tos Va- 


Tis 


4 ing X49 oy 191 | 
a. . for Richard Anneſley' by 
05 "_ munen benen 


0 ; * 15 . ? tub 4 5 511 15 0 
20 nn 1 


1 rd an W 1 Angleſey 

and introduced to him in the county; of Wer- 
far at his firſt coming to the country in 
4787: I id got heat, Mrs. Simpſon lived 
with him at that time in any character: I. 
believe av ber at table twice ot thrice, 
He had three daughters by that lady, I.think, 


I firſt ſau/ Mrs Simpſon, 4 believe, im the ſame 


year 1767 but nat the firſt time I ſaw / lord 
Angleſey, I . the laſt time I ſaw 


Mrs. 


4. Oy 


Mrs, Gorch, at table. about. 17388. T 
names. of hole, daughters were 722 
Ssroline, and Elizabeth, 1 cannot be poli- 
tive, in what year he and Mrs. Simpſon parted 

| believe | it it was. about. 1740 3. it was: befo ; 
1741 1 believe. 1 neyer heard the lived 
with lord Angleſey after the firſt marriage in 
174. I believe the daughters of Simpſon 
were kept at Camolin for ſome time after 
1741 
= married to Simpſon. Miſs Donoyan un- 
doubtedly conſidered Simpſon as miſtreſs. 
Vet ſhe kept the three aughters in 
the bouſe with her? bi 

It was not with her inclination, F fappote: 
1 believe, I did hear, they dined at lord An- 
gleſey's table with the Preſent. fad, As © 
after 17414. | 

I ſaw lord Valentia before 17 52. by 
#752, he was called Arthur by his father. Be- 
fore 1752 lady Angleſey was filed: counteſs 
of Angleſey by ſome. 

Q. Why then was not the ike of the el- 
deſt ſon given to het child? | 

At the time the title was given to my lord, 
it was only by the lower e of the coun- 
try: I mean before 1752. FA 

Befote the ſecond marriage in, 
Valentia was, as I heard, educated at Roſs 
ſome part of the time, at another time he had 


a, priyate tutor at home, at another he was 
with a gentleman. i in the neighbourhood, who 


was his private tutor, Mr. Joe Miller 2 
| clergyman. I cannot aſcertain the time, whe- 


ther he was private tutor before 17 52. 


I heard, Richard Anneſley was at the ſame 
ſchool I with lord Valentia. Sn 

QA Did they r not lodge i in the ſame houſe ? 
I know not for certainty ; I heard, they 
lodged at Roſe at Mr. Bats, I never heard 
of lord Valentia's lodging any where but at 
Mr. Batts. When he was in the country 
after 1752, he had the title of lord Anneſley. 
I never did hear of theſe two young gentle- 
men. viſiting, at lord Loftus's, I can't tell, 
when they went to, or came away. from, Roſs. 
I do not know, whether it was in 2 1753» ot 
what time it was. _ 

Q. Which of the two boys Was taken 

home to lord Angleſey? 

1 do not know which. g. 

. Were any of the daughters of Simp- 
ſon — | in lord Angleſey s houſe ? Was 
not lady Caroline? | 
1 beard, ſhe was married to Mr. Whyte, 
but not whery > Hh 4 believe, ſhe was married te 


1 4 45 


4 . 


Lord Angleſey did declare, be was 


| county * 


ration in the « country 


* 


him, and by conſent of lord FOES Wh and 
beard bi lay, he gave her her fortune. 
Vas Whyte/ a Fratlemari of coal 


He gad but very "ate c bares: he 
bebame a a ent to ag An gleſey. 1 beard he 
ſerved, t. 2 office of Kit Ttherif” of” that 


alete 4 enn 


Pl * 
3 N 
1 1 Ans LE 
+ 4.38 a 


Q. {AE was me ealled - 3h 
Lady Caroline; and it was „nett on 1 | 
in the kn? file, that the was called in that 


way. I never heard Mr. Doyn's family vi- 


ried. 


17 52. ud ; 


# 


ſited her under that character. Lord Angle- 
ſey did treat her and her liſters is ladies, but; 
[ believe not, after the 1 marriage in 1741. 10 

Mz * not ſhe married Ker the Ent 

1741 

'I don't know che Ame, Wita the was mar- 
7 did 1 ſes Richard Annelley i in (the Houſe of 
lord Angleſey after his marriage Never faw 
him dine at the table, 

Tam a Romati catholic, Kyin was 4 pros 
teftant, Devereux a Roman catholic, Strin- 
ger I knew, he was a farmer, and had gone 
through different ſcents of life; had ſet up a 
publick houſe in en, at another time. 
He was bred an attorney 1 believe, he lived 
at Enilcorthy, ot near 15 which T believe is 
about eight miles, from Camolin, I do know 
doctor Bartholomew Thamas : 1: believe, 


there might be an intimacy between him and 


lord Angleſey at the time of the ſecond 
marriage. He lived about two or thr ree miles | 


| from Camolin, I believe, there was no ver 


rreat' intimacy. between lord Angleſey and 

r. Ram: They lived about four miles off; 
the Courtowh family lived about ſeven of 
eight miles; Mr. Richard Donovan lived a- 
bout three miles! They are faid to be rela- 
tions of lady Angleſey. None of thoſe per- 
ſons were preſcht at this marriage. | 

. Who was the ſecond certificate dv 
by 3 | 

By Mr. tions x 

Why was it not drawti by Mt Net 

I cannot tell. 

Was not that certificate ſigned by every 


perſon preſent at the ſecond marriage? 


. Not by eyery one, there were ſeveral in 
the hall at the time of the ceremony. 

Q. Why were not the One of lady 
Angleſey called upon? 

I cannot tell. 0h 

Q Did not one of the e brothers atteſt the 
former 4 

TTY * 


hk. 


; FY | 


A 


* 


ſion. 


of Mr. Hay; 5 
fifteen miles fm, bes, "Ang leſey. hs knew 
Mr. Edward 


„ 


Ves. 


FR. . 


I was perfedly 


wah FIN 67 I-35 N W148 44 


Fre TIES with the Fa iy 


wed about Fo urteen or 


Hay | brother o 822 tephen Hay; 
good C larökter, A very uptight 


he had-a very 


man. Tb tation of a 2 cadet. is the loweſt 


Naos in the F rench, ſervice, and is locked 


on ſo: Where they are gentlemen of family, 
that yh not a It diminiſh reſpet to them... 
\ They, mult be twelve months in "the fer vice, 
before Qualified | to take a commiſſion, unleſs 5 
intexeſt procured. 0 the contrary. 05 have 


now ſome relations in the foreign fervice : Tt 
is. from their ſituation, that I know the method 


they: are obliged to go through, that they 


mult be cadexs, | before they receive a commif- 
Ido know lord Valentia's family; his ſiſter; 
lady Catherine, i is married to Mr. John Toole, 
who was in the foreign ſervice once as an 


aid au camp to a general officer, that went to 


W ſome Ter, 8. 
1 ram ined by 2 the Tord 


= « #8. » 
» j 5 4 "8 5 
8 * 


2 At the time you went to 166] Ns glefey, 


and before dinner, he communicated his intent 


to have the ceremony, performed, did he kiat 
any. thing to you 2 a certificate's 8 | being. to 
be produced ? n 
NW 5 5-<gl ee RK 1 
Was there any fig in © Curprize 
of Mr. Neil, that ſtruck 1 you, as if he had 
been before informed, of what lord Angleſey 


* - 

* A 8 
N e 

4 / 


1 


required to do, but that the farce was, to be 


carried on before that company 7 ] 
He did not ſeem to ſhew web ſurprize, but 
was very determined in the queſtion, and __ 


it more than once or twice, wherefore the « 


ſhould be a ſecond "marriage. It bad 


appearance of being a premeditated thing 


Q. What appearance had the paper oy F 
I did not obſerve the nature of the, paper, 


nor of the writing, nor examine, Whether! it 


was a freſh or ſtale paper.. W 
Q. Did you ſee every body ben the fad 


certificate ? Was i it all ligned ; at once in that 


room 45 

1 believe. fo. Mr. Kyan and 1 vent our 
together, and did not regard who ſigned. 
Tanns's name is laſt : 1 e he waited to 
ſee the reſt execute. 

. Was Troy there or not i 
1 ſuppoſe he was, but have no FFI 
of ſeeing him: W he * 
there, 


41 


Lu " 


I do not . whether 


the reſt of the witneſſes ſigned 


W. * Ich ths bebe i Een 
Was it 1 Clear fair paper, er Wd 5+... oY 


folded „ 


4 babe n fecolte Aichi; hike Api it 


had; it Was not vffered to Mr. Neil to be 


eee, aden Tray peel. 
What was Tord Aug KR- bbc 


. reaſoti for having this thartiige eſtabliſhed 


d known T "Was 5 to kc gg the chil: 
confſequence in Wen OY en e 


I delietez his intent Was to eſtabliſh the chilz 
den and my lady In poffelkon of bis eſtate. 


I do not know the council, who adviſed this. 

avanagh was alive 

ot not, but I uppoſt he was not; becauſe it 

was mentioned in che other eertifitate, that 

the witneſſes to the other were dead. 1 0 
not know, how long Neil lived after. 

Q. Did Neil remain in the room; dne 

; d the certificate? 

1 do not know; I think, Tieft him behind 

in the room, for he was am ififirm gouty man, 


and ſat down, and 1 to not retollect, that he 


went before me. I firſt ſaw Nei in ORo- 
ber 1752; never ſaw bim before; never 
heard he had been a prieſt of the chufch of 
. T never heard any thing bad of him. 

1 believe, the certificate in 1752 wh 
bin part drawn, beforeT Went inte the rom 
for we were obliged to wait fome minutes, 
All Mr. Ianns finiſhed it, after the ceremony. 

If ſo, then is it not probable, chat 
ſomething paſſed between lord and lady An- 
gleſey and Mr. Neil; and that it was a 
concerted before you entered the toom? 

I believe, it was precbncerted, and that it 


was with the knowledge: of Nen, het vage. 


+44, 
; 


cate was dran. FM 151 N . Wi 


nn Jak gie wer thr! 7 
(1 oh but, being Ek to, rl wk 


0 7 tha, you 4 


16 


what a perſon expreſſes HE Krk time he * 
heard of a thing f or did you tmean a reafon- 
ing. upon it, that you thought there was 16 


wy 


neceſſity for it ; no neceſſity for repentin 
what had been * before? 
e I mean it in the latter fenle.” 


Fourth wins Edmonl eigen wth "ea 


1 K "whe Stephen Fay in ypp, fo 
France: He was a cadet, not an Officer, in 
Clare's regiment, I ſaw him but twice in 

f two 


4 


| oo 4 1 Aagletey bath . 


4 


e n tber I bend almge ide, 


that be had betu turned Gut of that regimem; 
but do not recollect the cauſe. I know. he 
ne turher out! His general character I 


in %% be wrote me n letger,/; begging 1 
would ſend him five guineas, for he was in 
the greateſt diſtreſs: He wanted toffee me, 
but 1 det him knows I would not ſee him. 
In a few days Mr: William Clifton, brother 
vf Sir Robert Chfronz came to me, and de- 
manded a guinea from me for him, ſaying; 
be was in the greateſt Yiſtreſs, and I gave him 
a guineß for him: At that time I heard in 


general, chat he was of very bad character: 


Sat do nt retellect, except in general; if 1 _ 


Wh . e 0 n n 


Fa L 
*. « 1 N 
1 $1 Off Th 


. I tots TY Biss en 
going about to make a collection or him ; 
J anderſtopd, he was in miſery. Iv 1 8 


Did wu ever hear,,. that 
knew very little of. [Afterwards in London 


* Urutchant, colonel in the Praten Gree 


Mt was impoſſible 3 ag ſerve a, great 


1 , FA $0 4 16 #64 
that 1 
* 3 * 
_ 775 44-4 6 12304. 8s $5 
WAS ft AMAA AI #3 SHR 
A 41 * Fl # by * 


HS... 
A 


»1HL 2063 44 an 


e. Cliftan, did. appear in the light un 
character of a hy gh was TR, by 


* ee 


very * 


N ? 
. „ « * « + | 
1 ein l Na ae 


* 


baus“ 7 bene ute. 2 41 of aer, l of be at 401 bs ted 1 125 


' : 
89 A * wot « : 


MOOT N eee 3 
4 7 1 i . Wh 
/ Wh e £387 4 $3.90 * MF 3433 £8 Un} lt aid 7 e 5 
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AS any other perfon _ on 
the 1th of September 1941 ex- 
cept Jord Angleſey, Mr. Neil, Nixon Dono- 
van, and Charles Kavanagh, and vou? 

No other was preſent. 1 

Q. Was Neil then in any relation w tor 
Angleſey. in his family ? 

None. I do not doubt, but de might Have 
been his chaplain. : 

Was Charles Kayanagh in any office? 

He was in nature of a Reward. 

Q. Was he a perſon, in whom lord Angle. 
fey had any confidence, or not? l , 

1 believe he was. ans 

Nixon Donovan was lov frothat, * Ican- 


f Ul: exactly aſcertain, of what age he way at 


that time; | be might have been 18, 10, or 20; 
he was older than I was : 1 cannot. well fay © 
of what age I was at that time; I might hae 


been 16, 17, or 18; but cannot be poſitive, 


as I never ſaw my age regiſtered. | 
Q. How long had Nixon Donovan' been 

in this W before your marriage in 

1255 . 1 
He! never bad been out of the kingdom, ” : 


FS of. $4 ww +4 


2 How lodg kad he been at — « 


in that neighbourhed? Ain 1 enn 

A very feu, days ; he might have . 
week of a fortnight ; 1 cannpt be | poſitive. 
He was at that time in the r came wo 
Camolin' upon a furlow,”> © 


What was'the reaſon; hos ae ken 


to chis marriage were lord Angleſey's cones. 
45 ſteward and your brother? 
4 cannot acchunt for it; bot bende ro- 
cher u a very proper !perſon to repaſe ſuch 
a confidence in: and that Charles Kavanagh 
1 ficward,/ Farne Runs he Jad a 
great regurd. 
* Was ib ier ended be 
5 ny or made publick ?. 215 


It eee uo be dep kme ar 


#47 wh 


time. + ba. # 441 ts 64d 
Q. What was lord Angleſey” 5 reafon the | 


withingt6 keep it privater Kann e 
He was very much involved! an waricus fats 


"with his relations; that I k noο⁹]õ + me his 


"reaſon, from my dn knowledge. 
2. Which of bis Sg was he then at 
tay with'? Me en but 7 


Wo captain Charles auger, 


ais 


. 1 
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pd the ARE of ir! ed * whs 


appiited ofa new attack by one James Lagdy, 


as he was auer weg, oh a letter of lord” Gle- 
Tawly. ent rent A Fg 
8 Wis Genn Charles Aidley 'the 


perſon generally underſtood to be bis ſuccef- 


ſor in his honours, if he died without iſſue? 
Ves; I always underſtood that. 


Q. Was there any other ſuit at that time 


between lord Angleſey nord any of his r- 
tions?” E Man * W v5 N 
That ſuit did not od "il the bake or 
1743 ; but I am not poſitive. That ſuit was 
commenced early upon lord An . com- 


ing to his titles and eſtate. 


Q. At the time of the marriage, or imme- 


diately after, Was any paper drawn and ** 
dy any perſon, and whom? | 
There was a certificate drawn and figned 


by Mr. Neil, and a ſeal affixed by him: it 


was ſigned and ſealed immediately after the 5 


ceremony. This certificate was witneſſed by 
Charles Kavanagh and my brother. 
Did you. ſeo Kavanagh fign his name 
io this paper? 
I did; and 1 95 Nixon Wen 1 did 


fee Kernnegh, for he ſigned firſt to the beſt 


of my reedllection; Nixon Donovan figned 
afterwards, I think ; but cannot be poſitive. 
This was done by Neil, Kayanagh, and Do- 
novan, in the (ROI ah lord Angleſey, and 

Q. After the e did Jon Angle- 


ſey mention any thing to you or the witneſſes, | 


as to the keeping! this. nene te er 
not ? 


Moſt . This ceremony was per- 
n in the great parlour, ab we CO 


| W it, at Camolin- Park. 


Q. Where did Neil write tho certificate 7 

Upon a table under a pier glaſs between 
two windows 3 1 was bans; and witneſſed 
oe: ie | 

Q. Was any. _ afgned by, lord An- 
giele for Sieg * ſhould FRO this 

The way w, 8 was, ped Charles 


Anneſley would do bim all the injury in his 


power, as he expected to be next heir, if 


lord Angleſey died without iſſue male; that 


was bis principal reaſon, | Aſter this paper 
was ſigned and witneſſed, it was handed to 
lord Angleſey; I will not be poſitive, whether 


he gave it me then or that night; but one 
or che other I can ſay with certainty, From 


zih of September 1741 tc the, * oe 


 Oober 7752 no mortal had it in poſſeſſion 
Cara, 1.00 16d 


Ale whav manner de you keep thi 


piper & rte a, F 


1 bad it * ferent places at Gifferen 
times, bach ur 


n Whete » was it benen TIN 1 3807 
At ſome particular times in the wong of 


v ar not the coat I wore, 4. 
Had you 2 eee teaſon for bei 
en of this paper? 0 


Firſt I thought, if any eee ee 


1010 Angleſey, it was the: only thing to ſup- 


port me and my family; to convince the 
world how I might have been ſituated. This 


certificate was conſtantly in my euſtody or 
power from that time till 1752. I never 
ſhewed it to any mortal during this period. 


Q. Lord A e you to premier, 


0 you would not ſpeak of this marriage, Did 


Jou ever mention it from the day of the 
marriage till the 8th of October 17527 
I cannot ſay, I ever did. I might have let 


- ſomething fall; but never produced that cer- 
tificate: nor, unleſs by a little light _ a 


not mention any patticulars 

Q. Was the injunction of ſecrecy by lord ; 
1 laid on you once or more ? 

Firſt, the very day of the celebration of 
that marriage ; "oy lord Angleſey has after- 
wards repeated it to me, from his ſituation 

with his relations and James Landy's aer. 
He mentioned it afterwards occafionally, as 
he found himſelf more preſſed by difficulties. 
| Q. Had lord Angleſey | been . at Cams. 
lin before the marriage in 1741 4 $i 

I believe not many days. | 
ag Q. Where had he. been e be- 

; F 


. 


19 Wales. eee We ad 
Q. Did you ever Thar of Ann Fob! or 
Ann lady 1 . * IT 


1 did. She died, I think, the $th or 9th of | 


| Auguſt 1741. She was diſtinguiſhed by. the 
Engliſh lady Angleſey. I have a letter, 
which will aſcertain the time of her death, 


if I may produce it tomorrow. I believe, lord 
Angleſey and ſhe did not cohabit together for 
many years before. 1 
Before this marriage in 1741 how 
"Jong had lord Angleſey mentioned ES 
to you, or propoſe it? | 
At different times, and a few days before. 
I aw Neil fign, and thoſe two witneſſes 
atteſt that certificate, I ſhould know that 
certificate, if it is not very much defaced or 
| broke 


ak My brother, Nixon died about, the 
" $i or 25th of November followin) e 
EI in Abby -ſtred "Dublin: © Sal 
; breat dhe bf lord Ay : 4 


| 5 the hendſomeſt men in e 
yo Kavanagh i is dead 11 cannot we ll tell 


1 a 


at what time; he died in 1750 f 11 ft 


dur Houſe at Little-Bray. : but we were then 


at Camolin. He vas certainly d cad: be We © 
October 1752. Neil, I believe, "is dead 3, [ 
Was told in 1760. 125 annot tell more, 
Lui produce this certificate on the Lth. o 
October 1752 "from that time till f ary 3 
1762 ft was in "my polſeſfion, af 
* Wbat became. of it then? 


Sheen 


pol Ae as to the moiith j It was ſent, but oy 
4 letters from counſellor Donovan and 
acknowledging the receipt. of it 
wk 65 Nh my recollection it was i TE 
ary 1762. I ſent it tp, be laid before, the at- 
| torney and ſolicitor general here upon the 
claim of Mr. abe of 'Ballyfax, to the 
Frith bondur s. 3 


Q. Was this 3 Fi ts de lodged | 


in any ecgleſiaftical court, ? K w 
I cannot anſwer, Wit uſe Mr. Wg. e 
made of it. DOT 


+4 n 12 


bs 74 Fo 427 js liek 2 the certificate, 


"_ Is the very Tame f paper, 1 have le. 
ſcribed, I indorſed the initials of my lame 
anch title on the back bf it, and I foe them 
there. The body of that writing, Was bd 
Mr. Neil, every bit of it, except the natdes 


of the two ſubſctibing ithelſes, and what ; is 
wrote on the backt. Bai 16 9247003 ke 10 


11 36 


8 U for lerd Valintia 45 77 ts ba ey the 
en Vrerts rate read, which was ' objected 70 | by 
I Leh, ill the hand uri Hong, @ 
119" "Gedths. F the” bub N 
' Wor proved, _ 
eh ee e nie 
1 oa 7 being i war diferrid 11 1 fe 1 


* , 14 18 14 + 
10 dune laid ka 0 the tompmittee. n 19 
8 1 T 2 Y Tis 48 "AF 1 N 11 Y N 34% att * Hit 


De Loans nation of 4% Akio continted 4. MM 


FB. E 11174 4405 1855 


| „ Did you he lord Angleſey aftet 1 
Shadi ; and for what. length of time ? 
Tim lord Angleſey went 1 England, 
Alter hib return. He went. o E 
latter end of 1741; he returne ſome time in 


bid I 


of. Ae Pod 5 md f of i de often, be twee 


— I Makk Wphyte, then our ad Bor, 
wrote do. we, and defirtd, I would tranſmit it 
10 Hi! 38 ſoon. ag, it was pollible. * 15 7 hot 


7 ib, with! 2 g 


its 


ga op 


ta) 


3474S ht Nik x dy dyr 


am 5 


d 128 Wel. bim. Wis 
22 Of 7s 8 1 
ws 5 Ae e 
18 21343 1 


1 ed, 190% 9. Ji 
months; more ör le 


is re 


e with way il bs death he 


418 of, F ebruary | 1 JL. chin k. 
"co Did "ford A080 85 "think. of an 
method 'of 3 or "recognizing, 1 this 


213 2 


mar ria 


Wt 


41 
Fes did he te ß 
He We Very ry boten 045 "arſealy i 1 
er With reſpect to o fits a ſuits and 

family aFaurs, He intended, to have that 
affair made public Ton 1 if i it had. not 
been for the / ROT; a 0 in. oh T 

y - What affair? K 511 72 beg 

"His matriage with ins * th We ſpeak of i in 

1741. ae! ng 09 21 
Q. Did he determine 5 upon 


fr | . 
manner of announcing* 


tention on FAT 


ti wo R 


n any verde. 


| l marriage to 
publie? G le 02 K em 143 IF: 
He fixbd this as time, t at be would IN 


N 
vs; 


QA. lt 0 time Fre 205 ne t to that de⸗ 

be wy ne 18 2d Ii 
waß at it tor. f. ws 1 196; SAW 

© Silas of the year K e 
1 560, 175 1, and 1 900 f 10 ie, 
the Wees end of Tap? I 48," wis che Ke 
time be re he woul 111 1 ee Ac 7 


this matter to an) y perſon, 127 6 w. hom 7 * 


eff cahnbt a loc at che 55 > | to "What ke 
might Have fald td particular Fe _— 
"I". ht this marria e babe wt 
by lord: A} tefey in 1 the time he (ai 
he would! 8 1 Ls 7 9. 05 31911 8 pe | 
* Tannot ſay.” ty Adr 16 ov 304] 41 3 
Was the cn . "mirriag e e bebe 


5 bet ween lord "Applet Wo 
Ph mE 8 4 12 7. * 5 
Uwe. 'T'betidve ti ONS! 1255 us 


Two or 1 months he had beth W 
af it, 2 od M Game tos e at A 
that be 1 it at ſuch 4 time. 

Q Whit'did be do in Conſequence of lien 
refolurig 


The revere > fn Neiſ vas in'the houſe 


with üs, 0 lord Angel . thought proper 
to have doe . ie" 2 
preſent 


| gebe ey ſay any thing to the . when 


; 1 * 


Ae we 
1 Was Nel then ad Camo FRY 


1 canngt tell, Sag 
Q. Did lord. An | 4 f AFR 


4% Did aby of. them attend In cop 


quence ? e r 
I believe there Ui, 4 Mr. Kyan, 4 
Maſterſon, a beg” 3 Ir. S dingen, 


othe 5 1 * py might be more; here 
yas. captain Troy 3. wite, no other gentle 
woman preſent; but Jome of the Mane ſer- 
vants at the door. 


. What paſſed on that day; did lotd An- 


had met? 


"I underſtood lince, that he had ſpoken to 
them v to one or two of them 


he had ſpoke about the affair after dinner. 
We hac Spes 2 good many p 


F on Sunday, and three or four were | 


on this occaſion ; but I am not o 


whether it * N 
a Monday. A very little time 
ſecond ae ford Angleſey If in 
geheral upon che | oceahon, we gentle- 
men were brought, and it 
late in the evening, be ſpoke. t 
3 _ My 8. to 


up * there was no neceſſity for tet, 
M P done e that. affair before, and der 
red me o 0 the certificate, upon which 


Went W ſtain and 1 brought. it dow n. 
here did you find the certificate? 
= believe at that time, 1 might have 25 it 


| in pocket book. in a ſy ied; ſome 


s before z,. 1; gave it into Mr, Neil's Band, 
28 read it, HE | pu lickly N ta him 


ſelf I will Th Taye, and he faig, this is the 


paper, at ſuch 8 tim Very 
2 8 Nei perm th xe 


5 5 ay any thip 
d in zur ry of if he 


WI IN . 


x 0 r 4 preſent? _ 
beighbouring go neden to be We 5 d 
1 


l ſe- Jeauz; the one bred, 


made affidavits of it akerwards, | 
. Devereaux I believe, 
vie; 1 go er recglle& 


2. bot what pinpoſe mo wi i to 
bring don that ee n 


or Manda bilieve 
chore the 


OY. ei a 


do, ang Mr. Neil , 


ng porn, 30 the 
a9. the dmr, 
888 2 1 


A r for . . 
0 le ito i | * el 


1 think; jt was a 
dete We Mt. Stringer 


my abs is 
and Mr. Denke 
an attorney, the Ober 


a farmer in good. bulineſs; and they both aich 
that was Charles Kawanagh' s hand, 9 


jt ſhould be produced 9 "thaw 1415 : rem pony 

had been performed befars, 
. What was the. reaſon of Neil's g e 

| up that een and betlarwing the "ow 


mony? 
Lord Angleſey Ne to be fare ; 
the ceremony was perfariped again. 

Q. Was 26; Ihe nec alter be fe a 
e, 


* N 
3 3 * 


. ie ne by 6 


* believe it Was. 52 


A here that paper in tg 
ORtober 3752, 0 
Q. From 752 Hy you macinge ECOm! 
og of Notoriety > od ee anna 
It Did. | 
. From 1748 to 175A - who dad 4 he es 
of the bouſe at Camolin ; pf 


of it? 

I had, voleſs when I wk ah 1 
1 we had bouſes at different places. When 
lord Angleſea went to any other of his houſes . 
in this kingdom, I wept wich him. From 
1741 till his death I bad the uſe of his 
equipage and direction of his ſervants; dur- 
ing this tiwe befars 4752 1 paid the wages 
of the women ſervapts lord Angleſey gene- 
rally paid the men. I was generally called 

Mig. Donovan, While it was neceſſary to cen · 
ceal the marriage: during this time my 


Os; the: preſant Jord Valentia, hr cath. 


; 


Dog you recalle& a 8 Ks 


wo Se ef Me ohne „ 


btn on” "I 


1 80 4k / hy Une auh 
"6a ſome time after it was paſl: Never - 
Mien it Was in my fhatae, 5610 T wen to lord 
Angleſey” > deſle, whereT went for Wine paper, | 
'Q: Was you called on at any Uthe to l 
receipt. « or e for the Steh, there- 
of? 2 
Len ron ee 
ed on that e 
Mr. Aunefley came to Camolin, 1 rannot 
| aſcert# 115 rite, but it was after he p 
his bond to lord Angleſey, for what * 
cannot recolle&, he wanted to take Fy this 


1 


be was going 
up his bond, which I believe he Ya not care 
ſhould ſtand out againſt him, he 
Angleſey the uſe of Ballyſax for Jord Angle- 


and bave heard it ſaid; lord 
upon came, and tefired, 1 mould put my name 
on the back of a patchment or paper, I know 
not which howz and 1 Klute to 9 df it; he 
| ſaid 1 muſt, it does not fignify; I would not 
do it: he ſent Mr. Ianns to me, and I told 
him, I would not do it; and lanns told me, 
that he requeſted, I ſhould ſign. this paper; I 
will not ſaid I; he aid i it would not heoify : 
"and lord Angleſey iv in a great palſton; and 
I ſaid I will not do it; and lord Angleſey 
came in again, and I l not do it. Lord 
Angleſey firſt ſaid, it does not Tgnify, i if 55 
ſigned a hundred of them, you are u 
cc verture, 1 chink, Was the phraſe he ute to 
we. f  Janns, came in and ſaid, there 
would be. n fiying, in the houſe, lord, An- 
gleſey was in Tuch a F upon which I 


= Agned it. 
Q. Did you : uſe, an) a7 "perl expreſſion 
when prevailed on to ſign it; 


ff Mr. Ianns Laid, when he came in n the. le- 
ond time, there would be no living in the 
ard if 1 did not; and that this blend of 
Ballyfar was 2 much, more valuable thir 
than this money ; and 1 told him, it. is not for 
the value of the bond or the money, 1 am ſo 
diftreſſed ; but I did not tell Me. 4 the 
cauſe of my reluctance. TY, cauſe. of my 
reluctance was, that i 0 Was A raid, Pres WAS a 
thing, would appear on record again 

my y family. hereafter, eſpecially as. it — 85 
dne of the Mr.“ 
Mr. Annelley was uncle to the prel ny 
Ar efley of allyfax, a5 [ have been told 3 
. Did Mr. Annefley expreſs uny Yatis- 
faction at getting that paper. 


6 0 


- eldeſt ſon was called lord Anneſl e con- 
d Rant Yo dim lord Nele 9 deach Ser- 


bond, and 1. believe , had not the money; - 
to live at Galway, and to get 
gave lord 


ſey's life, for a pepper corn a year I think, 
Angleſey there- . 1752 


fey rembved the preſent lord Valent 


ng at this time in 17 46. 
bade 


nnelley's it was given; 77 | 
1 i imports ſomething about 


his act 


Rog 


1 ctfitiot tell, indeed, 


ms as 4 itt pi 


What year b 1 


ts It yas 


174% or 1750, or 1787. 1 Tthould 
imagine it was 1750 
From he publick ma aſe In 1752 my 


tainly, He was born in 1744. 1 think. 


Thom 1744 to.175 
He was v very 90 8. 5 4 
lord Angleſey by » me; Lak 3 

„Was there any SEEN ar i en 
his education before 1752 5 

He was but a ſmal before 1352. From 

he went to a 28. 1d removed to 


another Tchool from that: And then had a 
tutot got for him. He kad td or three | 


tutors, Mr, Jo. Miller; Who is a rg wack 


GR IE: to, Mr Lewis Miller, 35 75 5 "I 
7% tha lng 


curate in or about Wexford, 


4 at wed 


that was 87 bis 

1 * 175 I was vilited by the de 
of the peighbouboods ths 1 7 al . 
the preſent lady Ely Fly, . 3 C 


mily, and lord AE $ ras, 

A wg T5: 1525 
Richard Aan 1 one 5 th 
bl dee, hi in he later 6 


of £746, believe. wk | 
| n Wat manner, 1 be FARE by: Jord | 


Ang 1 8 1 46 A legitimate ** e 
child 7 af 

ene | Le keatd or cali 
that be was legitimate till within 4 few 
weeks; ir there wWas a necelkity, t am fur, 1 


will get a thouland t to roYe it. 
Wo What account 40 lord þ 


$s #3 


ay 


n ng 7 give 
hat be had 


ad! 
2 woman, Abd fami 
in London, of bad fame and well 
The three ſiſters « 


+ ons of falh jon t 


di S454 33 1 0 


a 1 


of this boy's before, th 


y was in great difreputs 
known. 


177 
i beg leave), hae; chis 1 rod ; 


this Ric arc 
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a 8 Was Jord Valentia admitted free 7 any 
oration, "under aj any and what title 
Lord Loftus made im free c 7 exfo 
oo ifioner Tottenham free of, Roſs, 
The preſent claimant is mentioned an the 
letter as ' maſter” Richard Annelley. I am 
acquainted with path Band .writin ing of te 
Aalmant Richard. e Wee 


Ry e eie et 30 t 


3 | A Inter eng fo the itn, oi | 


Ker N mann 


nn a letter Richard Any efley 


Dan ni TG 


2 a 1 * * \ 


" cas defired Ht ze read ie 
petitioner's. Leih int of ö " the unkindneſs | 
n No” this Lady twere not T7 L founded, and 
to ſhew ſbe had a e and he _ 
nn continuanteaf it. 
| ee 210927 14182} 
. letter 7, ad, dated outen ih 1 "64 
"March 1 47 Airected to the counteſs of 
” Angleſey at Camolin, near Gory, * figned 
as Anneſley. NE Thad 


2 I 2 19 4 » NF. 105 13-3 
Oo 


py, 


of x Wat does the word annuity. . 
„ „„ 6 6a 
A legacy of 1000l. by N A FF 


SIG! 


Richard the mel Ann Selkeld. E 051 125 
Fw 18 $ 7 rom Richarg 4 nel N to 


. lady Hier wt « af e no, aye, . 


Bec theſe letters are Richard Annefley” $. 
* writing I believe. Lady Hayerſham | 
is lord Angleſey”s fiſter, and reſides it 8 we 
Council. We lay it before the commi 
only to ſhew, he does des ſay, he is the We e 
Len ef lord Angleſey, and di iſtinguilhes him- 
wi from the legitimate children. 

N Did the ee ever ebe 
any leafe or le m lord Ang leſey ? 


Not to hy ov e ON M 5 te, E 
Q. Look at the name ! ; Lichatd A ne 
Sed Weil lf? ET 


* is a letter from the 1 by perf, 1 4 ot 1 
ve: 1 5 his hand brritin J > reid 


beliv 95 14 op 3 enn Nie 81 8 Fo 19 8 n 
© ihe! Tit 0 . bag Aenne had 5 30 enn obnod ; 111 
* "Ot 4 1 F ate 

61 after real, ted the of Auguſt 

Ig 10 1 . „ e 1 

£1 OG ano Wit park * . 
fo, ut A 


N Wis de Men 45 aue ren 


Id punEtually'} : 
verehren bete k | 


164 Volke, N 


* 
q . , 
ja bs 18 1 Vs in * "7 ; $4 


*8\ 1 0 3 
C4 0 
105 1 ? 


100 Did you. do, any a8 hape by 


78 


ne 8888 beigre b he was eee 


W N 


and par ticularly fince | 
2 5⁰ you recall," what the « com} 
ments were? I Pe 
They were of os 8 him, tho 9 trifles. 
"Wake was in diſtreſs, be applied to me 


for money; ſometimes 1 e bn 305 
times not. 


7 . .Q.; Was, this legacy p paid to bim, of be pot ? 


#5 


Since I came to town I por it was. > 


2 Look at this paper? s pe 
"Ie bly hand es 


= Ys 85 en. 
N io, dull proved Ty t 225 
N int „ hos is ; not. alive Tue, . med 
"Rogers. . 1 4 2 0 * 
104 iy Wi. „ De n ARM 4 0 ladet it " 
ee we How Council 'for 27 W 2 3 


CE) is brotherLin-laiy 1 10 "the 1 95 
Mr. Flood was preſeht, when it was "figned, 


d Fra by N it is a re for 


POS 4. © T4008 JON 29000 I OT 1 Leah 
A T4 5 4 „ 5 
A 4 HS 4 $74 
"Net read. 15 1 
«Not? N £5} wh Joo 6199-1 dd 
12 a eben ad dem 
Leaſe produced... ; es 
14 $ "Ag 
Bi ior! to, as being 6 a ded, and ſub 
- #3 181 44 
e e thereto, 1 
3 E * 1 . 9141 N 
$ 7 F N * ; | 
4 by 4 0 n 
e 1% e ee 
30 F 38; n Lace nn en 5 1 a pay 


Kats cannot. 15 whether the claimant Rich ar 
was in London during the bearing, but be 
Was there at the time. was there. ,I'y 
not ſay, he was there any part of the hear 
ing: did fee him in London; he break * 
faſted, dined, and ſupped with me, and 
ſhewed him all the kindneſs, in my pow * r; 

and he went to Hagley to lord Littleton's 8 
e me: we went there the fourth « of June 
1770, Wiel me and feveral,, others. 4s y F 
claimant Richard was r with, the 


1 from firſt to laſt. e 50 
11 l 


Had he ever laid! any thing to 7175 s 


2 1 


to the making ; an afkidayit or avi, boy t | 


bat 'bifinels ; e OY ae 
es, Tthink he did;, he Bad wh at Hagle 1e | 
with! my ſon, and i in London at the ſame time, 
1 'belieye three or four yea "2g0, and'ſtaid 
with in ſon two modi or perhaps more ore, 
or it mid) be dels. "He ca me to Caſtle- Tal Ic ö 
to W Kate, and told me, my ſon's wife; Was 
2 to Hein! and LE told we, Ur. Dube 501 


50 A X W e 
. N 


„ . N 


5 4 6 5 Inf.” ”) 217 tk 
* ot 
\ 


W 


* L 9 
>. * i 
$5 ' > 45:28 
1 1 4 + 
* 0 — % - 8. = 4 
* ; 


| we oy ſaid 1 Shs 
an affidavit for him. that would be of: i=: 


yo my ery and ſaid, 4 told him iſo. And ti 


why; did not. yous. (aid. I 7. He laid, he. did 
not know, but ſaid ſomething 28 if my Jord 
did not take any-notice.of it. I believe this 
Ms at my own ball. nn an 
to walk. 

_ 2 By * or title did he ina 


Richard; uſually, call, your, ſon :: 
After 1752 always lord Anneſley. 


2. 07 ert l Angleſey s ph 1 


What ſtil e? 4, e 
As, car] of Angleton,. DE the e in 
England; 1 landet "_ how. tn addreſſed 
him lince. i An bog ea fe TT 

Q. Look at the, name, Richard Aanelley, | 
ſigned to dn paper, is that his and. Wri- 
ting . TATE {206 
He has wrote differently at A times, 
and this has à great reſemblance to * he 
wrote to lady Haverſnam. 
„. Look at the back 7 nee, 
This direction ſeems, 2s if be yras dl. 
guiſing it: To the beſt of my belief the, body 
of dhe letter is of his hand writing. 

Council. It is only to ſhewz that he addeef. 
an In 1760 by the title of eee 


1 


* * 
9 bs 


TTY 
4 


n. ber nt rods en | Ja , | 


de uwes i how my fon * this your 


chap together, was at lord Littleton 's. 
never ſaw him in company ince * deten 


by the Lords. 
The ee Richard is married. ; 1. cans 
not tell how long. 2 . 


From 1741 to the 5 lord Angloler Was ta- 
ther. in diſtreſſed circumſtances at times, as 


to hat came within the compaſs of my know 


ledge. He oſten mentioned his ſituation as 
to James, Landy, as à ſuit that diſtreſſed bim 
krievouſly, and complained, that his ſuits 
ih Chatles Anneſley diſtreſſed bim alſo. 
Q. At what time did he begin ta be extti 
cated out of his difficulties ? 3 
Aſter the great trial in 1743 people. he- 
gan to be of another opinion, to what they 
were beſore that. I think there was a ver- 
dict 2gainſt lord Angleſey in 1743 the ſuit 
continued ſeyeral years after. Lord Angle- 
ſey took a writ of error : That ſuit did not 
draw to 4 concluſion till 2750, then Mr. 
Phips.was another; who attacked lotd Angle- 
fey. for his whole eſtate in 2749 or 3750; 


i , | | a 
We n j - 254 IF, Sax þ g 
men * wb Ss . ** 4 


time principally on heating his wife was 


ACE 381: HE 11 des! 38 e 


"That chiw of :James,was not thought, in- 
firely, over, till. pretty nent 10 ear 176 
ie! Was dying away. bh bit oven 
tian main; 1 el n e e, a. 
W FINGAL e 33 n. PE ICE ie DRY 
my Guat wot 1 mimt ins 

I cann ot ſay, who. Me. 1 Neil was, more 


than, 1 — him by: that name 3 be was a 

clergyman of the church of England I ganz 
Bot ſays but be mi ght be chaplain to lard: An- 
gleſey. I canhot 455 where he lived : He did 
not at all live in the boiſe as reſident, but as | 
2 viſitor, 1 do not know, he 28 in v7 
place in our neighbourhood. ... \.. 

Q Then how, N bs ent e 
lord Angleſey ? | I 


"WY. 


To not reſide i in the family. 7 


I believe, he was a man of 1 and 
alſo a man of good morals. I was firſt mar- 
ried to lord Angleſey, the 1 sch of September 
7741: can be poſitive. to, the day, for the 
day before wm Holy Tat . n, 
day. 3 
Q. How 68 befol. that did lord Angle 
propoſe marriage to you? | 
Three or four dass.... 

f Be Wes, chers abr more. than one pro- 
Pe BL * 71411 . 11 

It was two or gie timed mentioned to mei 

Q Was it a ws before ee 

.. I cannot ſayy. 

fa Where * lord nn — 5 he 
heard of the death of n 1 


wy wy been PS i 9 from my child: 
hood, but did not go there as reſident, till 
lord. Angleſey. went to Wales, that was in 
Auguſt 1741; he went, I: believe at that 


dead ; and another mative was, to let . 
lands which were out of leaſe. His wife 


died at Biddeford; I believe. Lord Angleſey” 


did not go aſhore at all, as I underſtood. al- 
ways. I did know, Benjamin Annelley. 
„. Was he a e bien! of lord An- 
delt! 1 4164 | 
He: was fon of a roduond merchant at Wa- 
W 0 He has been r to gige at the 
table. 1:55; 


 @ Wis te imima in cin . 
* At 


8 


{ 4 3 


A bas ani ke vod be permitbeg 1 


ſpeak, at other times not j becauſe he Was 
Wenk filly fort uf man: He ſaid, he Was a 


| relation” to lord Augleſey, but lord Anzleſey 


never conſidered him ĩu that light; he Tooked 


on him as a reduced perſon of that name, 


and had him at his table, when many gentle- 
men were not preſent: I 110 not know, where 
Benjamin Anneſley is now, for ought I know 


unleſs gone out of it theſe eight or ten days, 
for 1 au a letter from bim very beg $6 beg- 
ing charity. SE nk len cata 

* What was the frſ time, you ever faw 


Neil'? - 1 ON, 


In Ang eh RP 04s F400, 

Q. How did you Oe he was 4 60 
man? 

Hecauſe * read prayers conſtantly in the 

ily. 00 e Ak nee UP 

Qt Was ne beneficed any where? 

- Teannot ſay; I Heard, he was curate in | the 
county of Wicklow, but where I cannot ſay. 

Q. How long after hearing ey Vis wie's 
death did lord Angleſey gor 1 


J believe immediately. | bY 


Q In what room was you married 70 
In the great parlout 'at — 


the parlour the family viſually i dined in, Neil 


Wrote the whole certificate in my preſence: 81 
was ſtanding very near him, when he wrote it. 

Q What time in 555 4 W en 
ſet out for Wales? 


As far as I can recolleR, I bees bet 


the middle of Auguſt; I cannot recollect the 


day, or near the day, at this diſtance; nor 
within a day, or two, or three. I believe, I 
was at that time on my journey to the r 


from Bray to the county of Wexford. 


Q. What were the motives "or weftut e 
Grd marriage ſecret? 


The many law-fuits in which voor Angle 


ſey'wis engaged. *ff, * 

To the beſt of my fecolleRion Charles 
Anneſley died in February 1747, it was hen 
called 1746: it was 1746-7. 

Q. Were hot lord Angleſey's 8 Sul 
at an end by his death? | 

It was as to that; except as to a an by 
an agreement between lord Angleſey and him, 
by which he had a right to charge the eſtate 
with ſome thouſands of pounds, which he did 


charge the eſtate with: and there could be no 


other diſpute with him except that. ors 

Q. What was the reaſon of his being in 
awe principally of Charles Anneſley, was it 
not becauſe of the ſequeſtration ? 


» ww wu, 


$f 


His eſtate was under rand hand 
time to him; but Charles Anneſley iniyht 


have hurt him confiderably: if he/thowght, 
lord Angleſey had u fon,” he would have beth 


very cool in James Landy s Affair. Lord Ax 
gleſey's reaſon for keeping this ſecret from 
him was that affair of James Dandy; and lord 


Angleſey ſtood in nerd of his | NN 
s therein. 7 80 C 


He is in Dublin; his former reſidence was 
in Waterford; 'T belie ve, he is in Ireland, 


Q. Did lord Anjleſey cohtinue in 7." 
henſion " to "Th" e after Charles's 


death ? | e 


I cannot dar that; bot I weiber litters 
from lady Levinge, that if he did not ſettle 


immediately, ſhe muſt do ſomething, and 


from her ſon, © That was in agitation twb 
years; and then lord Mulgrave attacked him 
for his whole eſtate. If Landy had ſucceeded, 
it would equally have hurt Charles Anneſley ; 
but lord Angleſey was apptehenſive, that he 
might have made his terms; if ſuch an affair 


came to his knowledge. Lord Angleſey was 


u little alarmed at hearing, that Daniel 
MeKercher, a famous man, was ſeen coming 
out of Charles Anneſley's houſe in Henry- 
firect ; a perſon came to lord Angleſey and 
told him ſo : and he was vaſtly Nane he 
Charles might have made terms. 

Q. Did this affair remain bent? e 1k 
It did, till about, perhaps, there might 
be ſomething of it hinted in 1750. In 1752 
it was much ſpoke of before the marriage ; 
and I was addreſſed as ſuch at table. 

* Did you keep the ſecret: inviolably ph 2 

I did. I cannot anſwer for him, 

I cannot ſay, politively, that I did not men- 
tion it to any one. W 

Q. Was your mother alive at that une 


between 1741 and 17527 


She was. I did never i it to her ls | 
as to make it clearly underſtood, that I had 
ſuch a thing in my poſſeſſion to ſupport" my- 
ſelf : but I mentioned enough to make her 
eaſy in her mind as to me; ſhe was old. 1 
cannot anſwer for any things lord Angleſey 


ſaid or did; whether he kept it ſecret or not. 


I do not doubt, but he might have dropped 
ſome words, I have heard fince his death, 
he bas told of the marriage. I believe, he has 
mentioned it to ſome friends of his not long 
before the public marriage. I cannot ſay, who 


he might . — i to * the mar- 


riage. | 8a 1 n * 4 
8 ease de wx was ar een as to 


this before the lords; and I am perſuaded, he 


was very much in liquor, to which he was 
very ſubject, from what he ſaid and did there. 


Q. On 


0 9 


N. On Ghbte Vetlal7 was Hopfoduced in 
Hewnrtor cw. 3 aoons)montis nf bagubst 
Od ey l' behalf 1 but it was! got nu. 
rural to ſuppoſe, that he would have intoxi3 
cated his head uf al ching! 25 s 

Q. Did he declare on that examination; 
that lord Angleſey had communiteatey! the 


marriage: du bin eee | 


YE} To. * „ bart 24 215 11 10 141. 29 2 > ++ 


j 5 qigfhon amd to as be Inlivieg gle 
10 "Oy produced," : Pais ot, £m & oyndt 


SNR 15% foto a 19030 A 210 rt 
N 


- Againſt the objection. | 7 A 
2 8. 5 #27 ir bib mii ai 1, 
Every party has a right to ear 30 
belief of a witneſs; and then it cannot be 
rendered leſs authentick becauſe it is the hear 
| ſay df a man delivered on vath on the moſt 
ſolemn occaſion; and he was produced there 
on the bart of Tord Valentia; and us He is not 
produced, we are deprived of the benefit of 
his direct teſtimony; it could not be preſufned, 
"we ſhould n en benen the 


e Wey it . 1 3 1 2 N 48 * 1 
A. l A FREY | 40. SH} 91 * 137 (1. + Of: 108 

The objeftion ales. A r 
71 4426 N ** 62 1 128 ILY Jane DGY . ] 


Q. Was Neil Mſbmmisd of: 8 he 
was to go about before the ceremony in 1752 ? 
He! might have been informed a day or 
two dr three, before, or perhaps the day 
before. I ſhould rather imagine he was. 
2 25 what time af the! Gaye e 
In he ks FA danerz Aa 
| tel at what hour of the day. 1542068 Ad 3 


Q. Who were the company at that time Hz; 


Kyan, White, Stringer, Troy, Maſterſon; 
ind Mes. Troy 5 Twill ene as ap 


the number:? e bd 11615 
How were the mhrwpany : employed? 
had: they been drinking? '' 


They had been drinking a glaſs of wipe] I 
imagined. I cannot ſay, whether I was in the 
room, when the ceremony was propoſed, Mr. 
Neil anſwered lord Angleſey, that there was 
no ſort of occafion'fot it; for that he had mar- 
ried him and, pointing to me, that lady in 
1541. He did mention the former certificate : 
he ſaid, that certificate was all his hand-writ⸗ 
ing, barring the ſubſcribing witneſſes names; 

What induced him to make that decla- 
Pm did any. body' _ its or call upon 


; was 005909 St yt} 


3 ſay. hs was ;the proper "ly * 
| ning. s 

Qu What reaſon. did lord Angleſey afign 
for having that ſecond marriage ? 


to another method of 


1 believez 18 W 


were deal ànd theyzhimſr lf and Mri Neil; 


enn eee faids SOOT" to td 
MU „ Snob eat} on 2765 995 ala! 
wy What lawyer had Wipp f 

I cannot tell; he had:{& many m his m 
ploywmepr firſt and laſtly that I canndt forin a 
1 adviſed ima 448 

1 knew counſellor Fitzgerald very well. 1 
ane Gyttkkg e, We gut vibes avice' of 
the ſecond marriage. But he: did: adviſe him 
hit L the: firſt 
matriage· That advide-was before theiſeednd 
rhartiage,' That advices he gave, was: this : 
Mr. Fitzgerald was at the park fot 2 0r 3 


days either going to or coming from the 


afſiſes;: or was ſent for on purpoſe; I. don't 
know which; and I was ſent for into a dittle 
front parlour after dinner, it was pretty fear 
night, and Mr. Fitzgerald fad; us - Joel Ans 
gleſey had gi ven him iniſtructibns to mabe a 


will, that he might ſpeak. to me about what 


annuity; if I ſurvived lord Ahgleſey, I would 


wiſh to abide by or be ſatisfied with; I ſaid; 


I knew. lord Angleſey s diſtreſſed | fatuation; 
and, whatever he thought proper, I was ſatisfied 
to abide by; and Mr. Fitzgerald e gen 
1 would be, content with 1800l. a year; L 


ſaid 4 wouldz or whatever he thought proper, 


tho I knew at the, ſame time I was intitled to 
2000 l. à year by articles of e er 


tween him and Sharles Anneſle yr. 


Q Was any. licence n at thelaſt 


marriage to Neil? ** IR 311 0 
No. Nor did dne day! objegion for 


want of one. Füllt boil wt 
There was fufther diſcoutſe, I carinas tell, 
whether it was in 1751 or the beginning of 
1752, Mr. Fitzgerald ſaid to lord Angleſey, 
he vas in à diſtreſſed ſituation to have Mrs. 
Simpſon and her daughter Dubois, who had 
come to ſettle in Wexford, living, fo/7imme- 
dlately by usb and why, did not he take proper 
ſte ps tb put that affair 40. an end. Lord An- 
gleſey ſaid, he would, if he knew in What 


manner, M Fitzgerald ſaid; he wopld give 


him this advice, that if he would ſeparate 


himſelf from lady Angleſey for ſome time he 
would take the advice of the beſt eivitians i in 


Ireland about it, and that in a very little time 3h 


he would not have further trouble. Lord 


Angleſey anſwered, he would do eyery thing 


in his power to eſtabliſh; what has been done 


in his family, and to defeat that woman, who 
has been my deſtruction, and cauſed all my 


family to turn againſt me, but I would do 
every 2 — bo wp On ME for 
g I cannot 


body eſſe to. take! care: nn ans 
chen give no further account, mand 8 


 I'w6uld not ; and the ſecond time that gen- 


as died without ifſue ? 


a) 3 


— 12 an infirin man (he was gbuty, 


tho? pretty ſtout at that time) fot l havens 


take the care ſhe has dolle. 


paſſed: before my face. e [193 none) 1 
« Mo, Fitzgerald did give bn opiniony that d 


ſeparation was abſolutely neceſſary, in my 


F 1% Me 199814 Winton Wand 


2% n 


excente/ a: releaſe! to the bond, did he deſift 
you toi ſign it by:Four malden name: 44 
le told me; it could not be done in an 
other manner, and ſaidʒ it did not ſignify, for L 


was under coverturt; and I would not do. it: 


he went out and ſent a gentleman agaim and 


tleman came; he pre vaileddw. „%% 
. At what time. was the ſuit with: Charles 
Anheſley/ at an eu Fiore nd bor fg 


I cannot tell. I believe the ſequeſtration 


held. longer than 154% od 1:43 view 
le. Lanns did act gay any thing about my 
being | under coverture, but my lord himſelf. 
There might be letters between 1741 and 


1752, to which Ifigned my maiden name. 1 


was apprehenſite of it to be ſure, but dord 
Angleſey told mes it did not ſignify a pin. He 
directed me when going to England to write 
ſometimes with an q, and nothingvelſe: an- 
ther time o write Juliana: other times he 


ſaid, it did not ſignify a pin how:Þ wrotei:-⸗- 
Q. Who Was confidered us next heir male 


of the family and to inherit the honours after 
the death of Charles Anneſley, if Jord Angle- 


nnn o inn 


Francis Anneſley 0 hear aa "who-idied 
before my Angleſey, ' ' 46% 300 Mente 


{4 J 1 N 100 1 2 75 
* 90 17 5104 91 oh $27N 5 3% WE 9 IN Ti + op 2 
o examination for Richard Aunifhys' 
IT ; | E ey, oh. 4a l ? 
FP. ON e 4' 183966 330 dus akne 
x 


. a We Pt 31111 01 Act 9 
At Kilcloraw in the county ofWexford4-Te 
was * Caniolin;” My mother was alive in 
1740. 41 * ar vi bo 4 count Vl 
fore 1940? 447 e Up Mas £1451 
' She had a farm eig nid 
b Did not ſhe ſell ale for x Url? of 
I don't doubt but eight. Wein ban 
Did ue pay rent W ee 
how much? b blue a by eſtes ous ig 
Leannot tell. 


| wn bop 1 is 3 * „ N 5 


Bhi ae 39 an tie een eee 6. 

Did ow üt⸗ tis ume living with your 
mother aſſiſt in the ſeveral neceſſary offices in 
the family, ſerve the cuſtomers ? 


hen lord / Angleſey dpplied to you to 


James White's ſon had made up a private 


„ Now Tho! my, father: and, ** were 
Veduced in cifcumſtances, it was vety;,well 
known that my father 'wad-d zhnflemany and 
my mother i gentle woman z my father a man 
of character and of a reputahle familyizi couny | 
ſellor Danevan 3% $44 916j129b vi bit 9 
+ | My.mmother's meiden haſub was NInob, and 
miſs Nixon hom @ minor: of 11 or, 12 yearas 
and lives in Dublinz is grand daughter of my 
mother's eldeſt brother; and hen of age will 
have a fortune of 1000 of 1200 a year or 


more; My ami was ſiſter of Mr. George 


Nixon. a 8 We WW Ak ode 


Q. At what 0 did you brſt go to Ca- | 
wolin Fark houſe 781 g «6d yron nao + 


was in it; very often . le. tins Ives 


7 ſeven years Id. 0 2.345 17 = 


Q. At what time dit you 0 nie 15 

rc ego l Une ene ne 
Q Was you — in England 1 as 

10 I: Was. 2113 10 boi F e 509 


% Did. got duet, before dle td 


you was reſident there from May 1741 R 9447 


It may be ſo: but I think, the firſt time, I 


went to be _— nen was in Auguſt 


„„ W nl $31 
Q. Was Ar you ident at we 5 
that in the family, of lord Angleſey 2. / 
1 Ves. Nubien nüt Weta 3:10 $0 Rei 
Did hon come to his family by invita- 
tion of any of rr hienſelf Þ 
From himſelf. 19018 1 Nn 
Q. Did you ever Bae 4 Simpſon? 
Very often. It was publickly reputed in 


that country, that lord Angleſey was married 


to her, and well underſtood at the fame time 
that he had a wife in England. I do remem- 
ber three daughter by her ; the eldeſt, I have 
heard, was called lady Dorothea, mne 
1 Caroline, the third Elizabetl. an 

Q. Were ynot;:ithey::feſident under bete 
ee wen ſome conſiderable time aſter 174. 
Not the eldeſt: the other two were back 
wards and forwardsy/T, cannot tell how long: 


they might ſtay a week, ann Mar 
elii66d juſt be- ſometi 1 


mes leſs. «Ys 144 „ 

Q. Did lord Angleſey's carriage aeg 
them to church? 04 Kan 110 Ei J 
Not from the time I came ze the emily. 
Caroline married White the fon: of James 


White our agent. They, that is the ad and 
3a, cams to the country, and lord Angleſey 
put them to board at his agent's houſe, and 
„Was ſhe tenant to lord Aa fE- TY 


they had been there but a very few months, 
when the eldeſt of theſe two girls and this 


muteh, and Wine dar ware about it. 
e rr Vos Q Was | 


«> ».) 


Q. Was not Whits afterwards high Sheriff and (hs was W ide 4 


and by. lord, Angleſey s intereſt? 1,11 
Lord Angleſey did make intereſt to.make 
him ſheriff to cur a little figure after theigir!'s 
marriage, and. gave her-a, fortune o Nn 
L. firſts ſaw the claimant Richard iw) the 
Tis end of 1746,.:.There/never,wasa maid 
ſervant me over with him for that purpoſe 
to take care of him ʒ for that maid, ſervant had 
lied with lord Angleſey, and he told me .he or 
n take that opportunity to bring ben over, 
the driſh maid ſervants were very indiffe- 


yo | Her name was Hannah Davis, and ſhe 


was bouſemaid to me ſome years and)was 

aſterward married to a maſon or flatog,, 1 

don't know which; and is now dead. 0 
Q. Was ſhe a decent ſerrvant:: 


* She was a mighty clean creature. 


Q. When was Richins ſent to Roſs ſchool | 


from Camolin ? ! !! on un ty Y 
1 cannot ae 5 16 3084 A 2 | 

10 Who was ſent with ba 9 os bd 

I think parſon Lloyd. I am not * 

It was. ſomebody from Roſs. He was at the 


ſchoglonaſter's houſe. It was Bartholomew 


Lloyd, who was curate of Roſas a90 had hann 
ſchoolmaſte n. 

I believez lord Velentis vent ith; him At 
| that uh 


Q Ws it not in the ringe lord An: 
| gleſey they went there log 


I do not know, They were ent bath at 


the ſame time. ub Ai! 15 
eee eee 


I cannot ſay, whether Mills was or not 1 


but J romemberedia to be ſchaolwaber at 
Roſs. 463 04 Sap! 

Q. Did lord Angler, keep. a cartinge a 
"that time ? | 
i; Yeu 1,notwithſtanding he was in. a 
.xaſled-.ceircumGances,, he never Was without 
a carriage; he had that in the worſt of 
times, I had a carriage, when he left me in 
{174k He left me à landau and 4 mares;; 
and he brought over a chariot or coach, and 
* beautiful bay horſes. 

Q. How, many children had you by lord 
"Ales fince 1740 ? 


Five; thtee now; living, the eldeſt Ri- | 


_ 1carda/! hems in 1742 at, Camolin Park; ) ſhe 
was chtiſtened by Mr. Raymond the _ 
man of Roſſminoge churc g. 

Q. Who were the ſponſors 5 5 

Mr. Derrency ſtood for lord Angicley, by 
his deſire, and "oy mother for lady, Haxer- 
ham! | 

Tela was, i born in Dee 174173. 

Lord Angleſey went to England in 1741, 


10 8 Kia ge 


could not, with! any, PIOPricsy 
rank. Leannot ſay, oe e was | 


einc days mbeabery ih was day, lugy er- 
\ſham's, deſire. the, fponlor Rood. Niü dish. 
without her deſire oy hedge 
; lay, whether the ſant b e = * 
4 — 5 OPT OY ans begngold, für? 
e agrees to, it, n lit 
* canngt tell a 5 ee ah 
me was as to that child, whether it was 
or girl, it hould be . ogg 
born ind bt ets 
lord. ne ui 1189. SG 31-3 Jonusd 1 
org d that Sc 
colleR, lz Ws AN hap 
e warzigge vad kegtofearatu we 
payeipgople pf 


in my room. I 9% 81118711 oF 
Q. Did not the you reaſon ſubſiſt. D 
not you ever enquire he werg the ſponſors 
I cannot, form. a tbelief, aq gþis..diſtange of 
time. sie to bas ya. aa ui nilom 
Q Where was he bern B. ꝛ0 Hard I Ad 
nit rn, ni 21 Lt bib Bust well 
Q: Who chriſtened; bim 3 2 v. Tr 7 
Mr. Fiſh chen gecton pr, eprate of (Bray. 
Q. When was the next child horn i. cyt 


The July following, that is in 1745 ſhe 
was chriſtenęd in the. an by, W/ bech ſide 


by Mr. Neil. - 1 ee 
2 Who vers th Mulan wt t Sen- 


ſion f N U 155 120. 2194 9y:; d. 
There, was no ont in the 100m but, lend 
Angle, my mAtbete: the purſe: genders; and 


the nurſe. dz vr 


Q Were there: any, ſgogſors;?,, v7 0 


ee a we- 


e cannot ſay. Win 
Ch Where was your claſ Le befke 


„An 23. 


1 Who, were ab bende the lber 


ing? 101 10 Bir 

1 cannpe, recolleft.. Gireu ftanced as I was 

at thet tiche, is, could bereue, Tyon 

ſors were to. be cal A in without, letting t cm 

know, how, I, was fituated at. that time. 
eee f e yup Katers 


| at Bray, which way. is youngeſt de ghter,; 


and I never heard it, „til 0175 wit of 
Michael Stoty gurate of 1 il faw that 


a made for Mr. Anneſſey aB. 
Q. Do you believe 3 BED „ 


He ſaid it; and it is "ny egi, it might 


be, true, TILE 1 = > : 
Q. Was lord Valenti s birth regiſtered 2 


I never heard it was *till; about & or 7 years 
ag that I heard a wels, wax ſome apa ory, 54 


uated 
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ob was riot his name Tobin? 5 e U 


3 tw) 
Finnted 14 WP Wblpada dard ber off ber . 21 d. 


Ar Bray iche 1 never heard, ne of thein 
- was 2 till Mr. An 
ſon for the Triſh hondurs. 
. In what month and Fer wa we in 
id Catherti Word : voy e 
In 1748 of x4 0 Leet de eertein as 
to the N ; it Was one or the other: it was 
in June. eee lid ui one een bit 
Q. Can you'tell . preciſely 4 te the day, 
When lord aher cure from Wales? 
I cannot: it was early in September; 3 1 
believe, it was rather Ye On "thin the gth or 
roth. I believe, it was very eatly in September; 
Ichink it was about the 905 '6th; jth, or 8th. 


eh 220 | 36600094 oW 


9 "i 


L cannot be patticular as to the dar, 
| _— Did your: mother live at Cimolin "_ | 


- your E af „„ 
| Tes. one ener en ca UA bag 
"Y . How long did the live there? 
' "$he came to ſettle and live with me at! C 
P in the latter end of September « or Octo- 
ber, I cannot be poſitive Wi He L 
Q. How long did ſhe remain at Ca noli 
?Till we went to Dublin. 
Q. Did not ſhe Intermarry wink Hasper 
by afterwards? my e 
4 Yes. Lien Jþ 4 117 ee 


# 


It was. e t 1 1 in 


Nl Was nöt he © blackGinith ? © 


I believe he might; that was eie to 
me; I could not account for” my mother's 
Bien. She was married” about 1745 or 
1746. | Ming (LE 3. 

Q_ Was it not generally underſtood. after 


the trial of Mary Heath for perjury, that lord 
71 8 title t to ihe ellos WR ap- 


If your father, Me. mieden, was ite, he 
could very well voüch the bontrary to that, 
for he was one of lord Angleſey” s lawyers. 

What was the general opinion of the 
Evbntry ; - was it not a conclufive trial? 

It could not be looked on in that light, be- 
cauſe there were ſeveral hearings in 1 
after that; and many witneſſes examined i in 

England on that 'occaſion, which par lotd 
Anglefey to great expence. 
„Was not the expence of the trial of 


James Landy bortie' by other perſons 7 


_ "Charles Anneſley, 1 Fefe bore a third. 


of the expence. er 6 9% en ee e 
Q. Row far js Ballymore from 1 
Nenn } Pr eV 
© About thivs ail e en MINT OM 14 


1 $7 Who lived there from 1741 10 1055. 


dy, Ik of Fj! but fervanb. 


Q. Had wor! Richard Donovan a fin 
neſley attacked my "Where? 7 


tf; FF Y 1. 10 3 "Af | Le 1 % I « 54 


„ine dig not; Me family came to reſide 
chere, before I was born many years. 
Was you viſited" by tp Agha 
war ele; in the country? 
They did not refide inf the · ebuntry, for the 
Keihmeögt gang beſet his houſe, and fred a 
hot, and put but nis eye; and he left it: 
und he never lived there after; that! I knety 


-of He did lve at ane about nirie 
miles from Camolin. % enen int 


55 2. During this period from 174 to 1750 


"was" you viſited by "any of "he Donovan fa- 


mily of Oey” Ys, mY A NUT I OD 
No. eee t WF x P 
Q. 3 175⁰ TE 1758 was by viſt by 
them? WAL FEROE 3h 
I do not recolle I was, PROT een 


Q. As to the family of colonel "Ie I am 
obliged to make the like vere Was You 
Ae by them at that time?? 

No; never had intercourſe with b wel 


gelt to laſt; except colonel RE and his bro- 
ther mot Ram. ns 


2 Was you viſited by Mrs: we * 


Mrs. Spring from 1741 to 1752 4th 


No. © ae 

Q. Were not war's relations of 0 An 
ec 8 . | 11 n 

Ves. 0 1 ik 8 1 8 1 


. . the time you were - obliged to 
keep the ſecret, had your no e- in ws, ra 
N confidence? 


I cannot ſay I had. My ky was ave. T1 


Q. Did not your living | in the houſe of 
Camolin create a doubt as to of pow! ow 
"ww | en 

I believe it id ; | barring that 'of not vi- 
gast 1 Me in che Hude ten, before as 
e i e e 

In 1752 was not you wich! nd or 
reputdd to be ſo at the dme of the 1 


144 3 
I * 1. 


(nrnige ?? . 


] was not nor for 2 or 3 en bene 


Did lord r think 1 at 0 


time? N 
Hle had no reaſon to katie „ i o9V 7 
Q. Was there not a- pariſh church near 

Cemdlin Park, and a clergyman. N . 0 

to it at that time in 173222 
Ves ; his name was Maw. 


ive ſchool? . Vent 
J cannot tell. as was-at ſchool at Ennit. 
4 n, de left Roſs ſchool: it way aſter 


, ” * 
* a { i PF" 4 10 my 
* -4 
Fl 4 , 
* 


q* At what time an mou ſon Arthur 


0 


2 


ot * 1 


1 do not know; wither | he add. or 50 5 


my dn marriage that he left ou 
ht Ws 
Q. At what time did Richard lade the 
affidavit ON e 61S <0 
I cannot tell, but it might be three or four 


fore I went to England in 1770 ; I imagine, 


— 


EE 2 


8 they did. 24 1 


it was the winter before, but cannot be po Wei 


ſitive. 


Wu“ V Kt 9 


1746 f % f ann 


my ſon came of age. She has no proviſion © 


. her huſband, Mr. ec know 


2 Did not lord, Angleſey 26d. Charles 
hn nneſley. join in, in leaſes of the Wer: 


fordeſtate,. before the. ſuit was at an. end 75 


* 4 5 oy 


ic 81 ai. 4 gu 
. Was it in 37448, he] ao y 11 
td cannot ſay, ſo hy 


Las well acquainted with 50 757 


there x was an intimacy; $ they were neighbours. | 
The proviſion, 1 haye j juſt now, is under the 
vil. of lord Angletey,. but Thave A Tight to 
ba 5777 | 


5 HE deal mate, * It ctbink Proper te to. 
y for ien 4 
9 4 Were not t hs” articles Fo jo RELA 
Pere Charles, Anneſley and Jy Royle 
ey in the year 1737. . ts 

That was the very reaſon, that Fitz. 
gerald. mentioned io me about the. 1 15981. a 
year, imagine. 

Don t you = KY ord Angleſey was 
. for life under theſe articles? 

I am not Jud 6 enough of the law to dif- 
tin guiſh that, e. lord Angleſey did 
ev V fines and ſuffer recoveries of his eſtate. 
Q. Don't t you believe, that if Richard ap- 


ond. ro be legitimate, he would ave _ 


hun on Way en ? 


7 Kerr 1 . « Ri 


a lacie eee boti Ang ua bien bum ales v 
* nn 


. cum anced 3 2s * 


. Lal 


7 77 


eee 
7 A Lak bn” 
f * 5 : 


that i is a matter I never heard diſcuſſed. _ 
Q Did you ever hear lord Angleſey inform 


who they were ? 


years ago; I do net imagipe; It wah long Met UE heard bim ſay any thing one wiy 


or the other, but calling him Dick ee 


| Beeniined by the Led. | 
N N. wry 


molin park; and before I returned; two of 


in notiinn 1761, aid 
not apply to walk in the coronation ; it was 


Q Do you not believe, lady Haxerſtam. dong forme. A left all my daughters at Ca- 
has ſome proviſion from lord Valentia ? 


Yes. And it was I fixed it for her, before 


9 RS 
95 * * 


r&cdf his family by the mother's ſide, 


them were ſent to Mr. F ieagerald's to meet 


me © on my return. 
I bar 


wife 10.2 huſband be huſband to a ety * 


1 I e 1 1 BOY 27 


we'w 
Q. Were the eee ite tg 
Frs as between huſpand and wife? 
1 TKould not labſeiſbe dutiful wiſe” in Nour 


ſituation, becauſe | ou jr ketters might be inte? 


cepted as. well aue, RRR 
Mr. Deieney Was rd Angleſey's agent 3 


Teannot Tay, that ef nods the ſetrer With 


im. 2 99s FI HACKED TG 94 


"T2; Do ye you nt if lord Angleſe 
had not thougbt rer to keep that ſec 


— 


be "ous have had the. ufual number of on. ; 


wm AAN. 24 It; (| de * ef In. 5 31281 2 * yy 


in! elm Wehr $0]. 21207 an 
kt, A & N 0; 


im to Penede 


iD worl 3) 
_ 


In. what mont and 3 year was . | 
5 EN. © I | * 


ild born ; Sis 7 FOE 
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Ra N ou, emp) 1206 via ee 
bylineſz 2 ay tg Fu F 

o, except ſome — af 1 1. ndvt 

dee in the the family 8 irs x, Was 

oyed-ps Kerk 5 or en hetweeg 


= pretender Dan but chat Was n 
Lord Angleſcy's pas 1 \bulineſs tres or 
font we es 19 te Juno, 306 de 
Luz at Camolin park kin 1754, cia, 
came there the y th of April 1752. 1 

. how came you to be e at that 


time? BW. 1h nom 145) 
I was at W Werford on 2 commif Ak 
client, and came from thence to bot, E 
ſey s, I went fe the firſt, of 
and returned Du ublin e. Toth, and ca 10 
at lord Angleſeys the 118 T lig there” that 
night, and the 10th came to Dublin, 
Q. Had you any converſation with him 
during that time as to a will? 
Lord Angleſey ſaid, he was very glad to 
ſee me, for he expected counſellor Fitzgerald 


that afternoon, I did not intend to ſtay that 


night, if he had not kept me; I cannot re- 

collect, whether he ſaid, he had ſent for me; 
but he told me, it was in order to draw his 
will, and I muſt ſtay there for fear he 
ſhould have occaſion for me. Mr. Fitz- 
gerald did come there, while I was there; 


* but. before that lord Angleſey told me, that 


if Mr. Fitzgerald did not come, I muſt take 
| this heads of his will to bring to Mr, Fitz- 
gerald, Mr. Fitzgerald came, I believe, in 
two hours after me or thereabouts. 


body but Mr. Fitzgerald Fre lord Angleſey 


Fair: and ſent to lord An l 


e cd en geen tow el 
Council cath panes cud 10190 Yr 203 Wu 31 
| e 
ind ot nu o fi 

to to infirutt council 9 e 

a ee e 3 1150 i . 

4 

Kims Sg 11917 1 Aon. PANT 947431 tt 
2 _ 1 oh 0 1 5 arr * | 

Hö on ed 21% . 8 

"4 pid be FR rid to „ A 
to.draw a will? 3 


I fa pole he did“ 1 was hot preſent, at 
time of 5 giving inſtructionb; chere ts 


f As room; I kyow hot Whether lad 
1 was. Lord Angleſey. bimſelf 100 
me, he had given ditections to Mr. Fitz; gerald | 
to draw the beads of his Will, and When 5 
It was: to be given tb me fo have it cop 
ſey. I ſent the 
Arat to 1ord "Angleſey, 4 * it engrofſed 
And ſentli t to. him.” rr by my memorart= 
dum book, that 1 returned to Dublin the 36th 
of A; pri. | 
mY In what time aftet your: return 4 1 M Me. 
F Fitzgerald ſend you this draft OY OO RYE 
It was not *cill May, As I can recolte, 
but T Will fee by my book,” what tine it was. 


| About the ſecond of May t the copy of the 


will was made by me; thete were three; parts 
f the will, ve Keil in each part. "Theft 
thi ree ingro ments Were made by the direc- 
tions of lord Angleſey and Mr. Fitzgerald, 
one on ſtamp paper, I believe to be or tb 
England, and one for the executors. . 

Q. Where i . 

I have it. The draft Aker it was eraſed 
by Mr. Fitzgerald the ſecond time, for he 
firſt ſent a rough draft, which I copied fair 
and ſent it to him again. This is the draft of 
the firſt will; the draft that was peruſed the 
ſecond time, the reviſed draft; it is ſigned by 
Mr. Fitzgerald, his hand in ſeveral ! is 
in it. 

Q. Did you hear from lord Angleſey i in 
the interval? 

I had two letters from him; 1 have thoſe 
letters in my hand; one dated 25th of April 
1752, the other dated the 6th of May 1752. 

| hed 


Tot 


1 had not ſent the ingrofſments Gibinkat the 
rimey for they cou nut go by poſt. 
1 have often ſeen lord Angleſey write. 1 
believe; theſe letters ure his band writing I. 
am almoſt ſure, they ate; there were no other 
writings, to which that letter could reſer, but 
that, for I had no other buſineſs; I ſent the 
three purts of this _ ny and a 
to de exerared;” © - ne 1619195 6 Kitty wh 
bs hay 46 (24 15 105 * 
416 AFM denen . 101 828 
nn al, erde the will. 
264 aa 246 LEW Wd 
G. Is mention | mide 1 n e 
Atgloſey in n oy on ex 1 
"Yes, - 1 en ln bi 1 
Q. Ho is n enlbed Wen 1. 
Juliana D ve counteſs of; Ga 
It is' dated th 6 9:7 ee ef 169 194a8 
it was drawn in April 1752. I believe, that 
will was executed. This was only a draft 
of the will, of which I ſent three parts in- 
groſſed, I have heard from Mr. Ianns, an 
intimate of lord Angleſey's; that it was exe- 
cuted : 1 a not e it oa wy own know: 
N en ee FR 7 
But this willy Ltiave-i in — ee a 
| en and is ſtill Wee 1 is dated _ 
_ S3th'of May 1754. 
Before I parted with as 1 0 re- 
ceived two letters from lord Angleſey, in 
| Which he ſays, he would ſend for thoſe wri- 
tings, and did ſend à perſon fot thoſe wri- 
| tings 3 and never + complained; that he had 
not got them; and wou'd certainly have 
wrote to me, if he had not. I had the draft 
of the other will drawn by a lawyer, and it 
was ſent to me to be finiſhed. I am not a 
witneſs to that will, but it is executed by 
lord Angleſey i: It is witneſſed by three 
perſons, William Curtis, archdeacon of Ferns, 
R. Graham, captain in the fourth regiment 
1 horſe, John Ward, collector of Roſs: | 
1 believe, Mr. F itzgerald is dead ; died 
Pei time laſt long vacation or a 94 
Wr was examined before the Lords 
I vas at Camolin-park in September 1750. 


Neither council or agent for lord Valentin 


ever c ſaw this with, that is in / hands," 


n. ele to e ity. being . 


e e was eng, the en 6 


1 dig: prepare that will by — Avgleſey's 
directions: I gave inſtructions to a lawyer 
to draw it: his name was counſellor Euſtace, 

We was a chamber council, 


that occaſion. 


Wen -you; was gt Can Cmaig-uk 
1750 in September, was any other pe prrjoa 
2 t are a9 mee to, the fa 
mily it 30: DL en $63 a 
Francis — * of..Ballyfax © was there. ' 4 
Q Do you know of any Agreement 
tween him and.lord ee to the hou 


and demeſne of Ballyſax }; . 


There is an agreement, that that jord Angle- 
bom: was to have it, during 2 and was, to 
give-bim a bond, be had of his, for between 
700l. or 8001; 1 drew the writing betwixt 
them, and I deſired to ſee, the bond in order 
to mention the conſideration of the,  Agree- 
ment, and the hond was produced to me 155 

Lord Angleſey ſent up M 
langs, I chink, for the bond, and the bond 
was payable to Juliana Donovan, as well 3s 
I can xecollect. After the deed was execu- 
ted, Mr. Anneſley ſaid;-he muſt have a receipt 


on the back of the bond from Mrs. n 4 | 


ors was a receipt ſigned. 
Was it ſigned immediately ; | 
| Upon his mentioning a receipt uy An. 
gleley ſent up Mr. Ianns to lady Angleſey 
twice, and ſhe did not come the firſt or ſe⸗ 
cond time z but at laſt ſhe did come down, | 
and ſhe was all in tears. Lord Angleſey 
went up himſelf, he Brought her down, and 
the was all in teats, After that, when | 
the came:down; there was table in the hall, 
and ſhe came down toit. I was cloſe to her 


at her elbow; and ſhe Rooped down to ſign it, 


and muttered ſomething low to herſelf of its 


being cruel or ſevere treatment, or ſomethin 
of that kind; and ſhe ſigned the receipt, a ing p 
1 believe, I am witneſs to it; I am witneſs 
to the deed, I know. 


After ſigning 1 this 1 receipt did Mr. An- 
neſley take the bond and * into his poſ- 


bellen £54. « 


Mr. A Ni bes 
the ſteps of the door, . 


Js called me , Gut to 
of be had the bond 


and receipt in his hands, and told me in this 
manner, I am better pleaſed with this receipt 
than the money; 3 for I have a ſuſpicion, that 


this lady is married, or will claim a marriage, 
and this will be evidence againſt her ſome 
time or other: 15 


Cm examination by, Mr. Huy Y- 


11 receined. the inſtructions for that will, 0 
produced, I believe, originally. from lord An- 
gleſey, and afterwards I had them from Mr. 


Euſtace, for 1 entered them i in WF book : * 
N bad 


92 


Ll 
*. 1 — 
. % 
* 
10 


Yi {il 


ji böüfe and Hebeln of Banter wor lord 
1 life, \'T 90 * know, 05 — 
rod Ted; * 


"7 th % he conſideration of that releaſe ? * 


Angie T6: | 
wat was given td lord 
eley received votkin 
765 of. ibo recolte&; whethi 
ant to that bond. 1 would 
6 be op hee sf that; if 1 had not ſeen 


* 


the deb, Lo: Ah Tits wind, me time 


0. Wien the firſt diſputes aroſe, the deed 
55 3 been to be, of elſe fliould not re- 
ap dw] the © & time, -* KM 16113 


id Yord Angfety 1 *yer atrlowtodgh 


Ns pſon us iSwife? | n ene 06. 

"Never in niy hearing: 1 bat! heard,” that 
ne nas "ackrioWledged: her as his "with but 
1 never knew or Was acqulinted with her. 
1 4 7 my it, that the was 1 7 * 


25 ale a, 1am 10 TOY 


735 J Tai certifichtes 
; acknowledging that' fie knew 
btn 755 Mrs. Pruft.” 1 fa fuch cer- 


year 1940. T cannot belie de; that ſhe was 16, 
Ta heard, that he acknowledged it, but 
| 19 weed, that ſhe went b Rf — : 
u ſe, lord Angleſey did gene ackfiow- 
Ae it, that ſhe 52 his . He att de 
"capable'ts acknbwledge one for tis ail ce 
was not ſo; 3 but! believe, he would not; when 
be was dolly i fo folemni ; a thing as inikiog h way 
= 5 


Ja bs o+ 4 4 5 


* 14 wh #3 ba 4 x wi 


Q. Who was the preſumptive heir We 


| te honours oh the event of lord Arie 7 


1 21 


ahi ing ; without il e male? wy FI 
I have heard, Francis dagen. 1 do 
bot know, that Was the report in his family, 

"for I never heard: it ſaid in the bouts but 
it t was gedierally underſtood fo. Pp 


111 


Croſs examined by Mr, Ries 


Q. 'Aﬀter the-receipt” given did Hot Jord 
155 ngleſey give a warrant of attorney to ac- 
howledge ſatisfaction on that jus nent? 
nd know oo ah it z 1 never heard or 

; w it. ö 0 


Agent Toe lor a Angle'y | 


o 
1 


fey during his life in general? 
Flle was very ſoon after the trial in too ta- 


cate, ſhewn to me "by Mr. Taiitis before the 


@ 5 9 170 5 * 


7 — W 
„ | . oy 
* 


Fenn ji od +68 269, bag 
. Was not he attarhey for lord A 


O Sie 


cheek. with James: Annelley; be Was law 


agent and ana for: ehe ern 


Angleſey died. eic io 00 La f 
yh i Udo alien hint wind % ou te 
for this particulat La and by eve 07 

Lord Angleſey had a very great regard and 
eſteem for ine; and did nat intruſſ Mark 
Whyte wich the. knowledge of this win. 

Q. Was you recommended by any body fot 
this particular putpoſ#m mo I ef ,O 

I was not; It was dd, Angleſey d owty 
particular requeſt and deſire, 9 Angle- 


ſey told me, it was time then to ſettle his af- 


fairs, for he had been married a great While, 


and it was not of any uſe to keep my mars 
riage -a ſietet longer, and if Mr. Fitzgerald 
does not come, you muſt take the heads of 
my will. This was in 1752 in ng —_ 
before dinner. 


L Was you recommended 0 by any peſos 


in 27547 4 HL 2 4 1 bu 
I wanted no „ of any body, 


I was employed: on the! ctimmiion. ih a 
cauſe between; James Aiineſley, that was 


Landy, and lord Angleſey, and was a ver 


on that: controverſy; and wanted no recom- 
Nove paedl | 


S144 five 4 „„ 


05 N 4þ N 
Qi In what year was Mr. Fiegerald * 
employed by lord Angleſey; db ini ent 


I do not know; it was after that tal, he 
was employed by him, but I e he was 


not-concerned i In that affair. ; TRI {13 £83 OTE 
a4 » ard not ee for the pretene 
'der ﬀ if 3 : To: nel 200334 £546 


An oh ;tbas' Lotmifion, and was at 
TER * che commiſion why {pecding 


15 dee We tran Richard, Aue i | 


that will, that I have read, is the" preſent 


clilunbt. I never ſaw him at lord ' Angle- 
ſey's in my life; I have been a week together 


there, and ſaw the other children, Juliana 


and the preſent lord Valentia there, frequent- 
*  1y'faw them there coming down to ed 


Angleſey's'blefling. 


I never heard, when he uy og Never 


heard: any thing vf him till of late. 


1 never read that will from the day, 1 gave 
it to lord Angleſey, till I read it here. 
2. Is not ol. & year given him 

I believe it is ſo in the will; by the laſt 
l I believe: 3 masleſe eo him. arb © 

© Qs From 


1 Yor * „ s 


"x 


„ Fran ae dale of the Heß. to ape lad 
of abe-Jecagd will was Richard of ſneh .ygars 
as 9.bs-capable of offending | hus fader . 


I know nothing of that at all; but, hay, 
heard ſince, that he rah away from ſchool z | 


do not know at what. time; or whether it 


was between the date of | the ft and date of 


the laſt will. Lheardy that he had, offended * 
father I have been thiee or fout days at 
ume oben, I went We eireuit J would call 
to ſee lord Angleſey, but know nothing o 
the private tranſactiopepof the family, 
"1,1 did fend 2,copy of the will bo, Jörl, An: 
1 gleſey, and he, I believe, f 
me to be ingrofled, 1 3 
n 614d; 


e will in 


1 $ i 1 
| N. A, * 8 { 
+. 4 Wy v # # 

þ 3 4 


9 76M 45H! 


Q Do you remember. Luits REED 
Angleſey and Cbarkes Anneſley / 

1 do not. I remember ſuits between lord 
Angleſey and Mr. Pitt in the edchequer. 
Who was the attorney conc ned for 
| Charles Anneſley MOTO u 


I believe Mark Whyte; ; ; and | i was ; Charles 


Anneſley brought him in to be concerned for 
lord Angleſey, for at the time of the trial in 
4743 Mr. Burroughs was agent AY lo 
Angleſey; and Mark Whyte agent for Charles 
Anneſſey. Lord Angleſey, did. not chuſe to 


communicate tranſations relating to the wills 


| to Mark Whyre, 


nt it beck again 0 part 


QQ Did you ſee thoſe young ladies, daugh? = 


$008 of lord Angleſey by his lady, in 17617 

+ -1:gid at my on houſe, and at counſellor 
egen and at Celbridge races in Mr; 
Fitzgerald's coach. After the ſecond matringe 
I neyer heard them addteſſed by any other 
names than ladies. Mr. Fitzgerald at the 
time of thoſe races was in England. I ne- 
ver knew them addreſſed otherwiſe after 1752. 
Mr. Fitzgerald went with lady Angleſey to 
Landon, and ſhe left thoſe young ladies with 
Mrs. Fitzgerald, 'rall ſhe; came back. After 
1% J the preſent. lord Valentia was are 

W lord Anneſley from that year. 
Qi How was Richard Anneſley Riſed | ' 

I never heard of him till lately; I never 
Heard him. called any thing but Mr. Richard 
Annelleys Or yellow Dick. 7 

Q. Did you ever hear lord aher fo 
-a0y thing about Richard 3 1 
* a dE a I ever did. 


he: ne | 1 by the Lords © 11 
wy wp". beliere, Mr. Fitzgerald never went "with 


ann 7 ldren in that * 


El: 


Apgleſe N gone dil, he wentehs | 
laſt 7 Ny 2 f. Fizgerald 8 
with hen to, Lon a reaſon. I 
We "at thoſe a d on, becauſe K bars 
left, with, rs, F Fingers Fs ds. hot. Fa aw, 
whether irs. 'F erald "with them or 
one of Moy Sa, 977 logs. I think, A 
no gentleman was with them: Mr. 64 
gerald has a ſor, I do Ks eee "he U 
5 LA Pi hy 0 51 91 — 


lord 105 500 aj 
Alon te 9 00 3 he di d hor 1 95 
um t tha will; t uce 10. 
SL 1 5 'neith ay 00 Ea for Tee 
en fhem in, my en they were 
drawn. 't now. ned er of them fla ro⸗ 
duced in 91 0 z. I Er Hen reaſc an 2 
{rip incended, 1 ſhould | | go to England Lad 
not lea ve the 5 5 as erm wa 9 
F Poe y did mention. to 0 


nz 1 had the e witls; 
ue them.” : 1 
"took IO in 175 \ lor h 


FI *h 'Þ 


coming bY | 


5 Ne did not tale notice t to 47 that 56 


Weg ory "$73 PP hag e 
18 it not uſual to produce that will, i 


ave it in Wa "when you are to exe⸗ 


ill: 


not lord Ag Wink. hat l 1 
to me myſelf 195 on 555 5785 | 
e "gr Tout it tit, WY 
letters 15 | Of \#aſſed bets wy I 


A. 1 
þe, fax, h he 115 


uy | 4 15780 
He TY 4 "=O ft DYES 19 1 bi 
but he does 1 no 
N that 75 ths nade, A rovis 
for th em. before. BY ig not take the in, 
Aions mylelf for 2 will in 1752, but 
was her 4 the. 71 8 al took the 


2 
ſion 
ru 


. {re 


* & IL 


notes Ae of the 5 ren oy, 175 RAY 
r Re ponies 
4 | 4 believe,” there is; 3 they a a are "ht called lord 
or ladies in that firlt will; 1 believe, that Was 
owing t > Me. Fitzgerald's x manner of draw- 
ing it; 3 Lam moſt clear, , it wass. for it was 
7 accurately drawn, 2 7 | 
not make any obſeryation upon lady 
Ales ſigning Juliana Pohavan, but I 


| ſaw her cry, It was 15 communicated to 7 
5 


till after that that lore Angleſey was 8 amiarri 


1 could not but take gotiee of it in my own 
| mind 


5 ” : * TO * * , N — „ „. — . . 
A * K 1 — 1 * * * — * — IE : b — —— — e — 4 — 
—— —ͤ— — —— rr d 3 D WO Doonan . . ty" Ap — i "AY WE + — ——— = * — — — — — — — — — - 
8 4 2 * - * =_— 2 9 *. * 8 T = 
2 : ? 
: 2 3 3 . ” 


on the inaccuracies 7 


ſtaid with bet the whole time, 


ind, f : it was wh vitble A "oY but do bet 
notice. I 


.Q. Did y you "obſerve 0 lord 10 1 thy "up 


s of 81 J * Mar 93 


wi 'F believe not, fot a a lawy er r was Gurte! 


nor did he make ona thereof I bes 
Neve ;/ for,” if fog it w l ould ould be taken ory * 
T1 it 5 e vl a . 


in the draft. 


| an; 89 


to "Mr 'on him, no have been the ere A 1001 


L 


toge ether; 1 bi 7 not remember to Bave feen' 
lady Angleſey, ; at the table” "ill alter the fe- 
cond marriage, en e 
Mr. Fitzgerald feturned Aim Mey Abgle- 
ſey as well as went. to Mes act with her, 


104 fi! (bas: 


TILA 


2 that paper thought, we was to be fa. 
ed in any particular in money matters? 
by did not know her motive, as T new 


nothing of the marriage. 1 believe, ſhe kne 


the contents of that paper. 1 canbot tell, 

when that bond was dated, for I never Gow 
the bond till then, and, never ſince. Ste 
did not mention the cauſe of her dneafineſs 
to me. — Ws 4 $4. 4 ut N 1 

I cannot tell, in what time 'of the year f te 
went with Mr. Fi 1 erald ; Ibelieve, it was 
not aboye four or five | montf hs after lord Ans 

gleſcy's 8 death. "She" went, believe, to have 
the preſent lord Valentia entered in the col- 


5 lege, and Mr. Fitzgerald went with her. She 


returned ſome time before term, I belieye i in 
Moe, Oe 7 ROY 

I thought, I was a good teal 3 in the con 
Gdence of lord Angleſey, Before 1752 he 


never gave me inſtructions to draw, a will; 
I never heard of A will intended by him 'be- 


fore that time. I believe, that was the firſt 
will, he ever made or attempted to make.” (ky 
T believe, I drew the receipt, '1 belleve, 1 
did not read the bond, but I read the con- 
ſideration in order” to enter it on the deed; | 
Tbelieve, that conſideration was 7300. or 740. 


the conſideration was the giving Ballyſax to 


lord Angleſey for life at a pepper corn rent. 
If the money was really her own, it was to 
be ſure ſo much 15f to her: 9. 1 believe, her 
muttering about that receipt was for the loſs 


of the money, or. ſome thing elſe; Indeed - 


do not believe, it Wes for ſuch a dall matter 
as that ſur, 1 know not, who wrote that 


N 55 nd, nor did eyer bear. „ ts TIL e 


Th” What do you now. belleve' u. "was the 
_ cauſe of that diſtreſs Feen $1209 


BY, 


Fromm What 1 Baye board a8 d Found fakes 


4 * 17, dd now Dominick Forde in tha 


fey's. tequeſt, as he told me 
there but one night, I ſtaid three or fou, 


ter, and lord Angleſey faid, aye, I will dif- 
"appoint them all, for 1 will _ them an 


ir oe ſhe Was obliged to fign' ber 
name rg feud. and not frm an cuniary 
mottve- { i? a e en e 444 1 17 
Fernen Nan der uf 14 dil barg 

Sith Win, ame Talk." ol 


5 2 97 
3 1 6 8 #4 # J. 13 C747 1: 2 * 00.7% 9 06294 0 A t 


1 wis th e county of Wexford in pin 


4 9 
4 . 


F 
* 4 
* * 


year; 1 went with hiüt fü fpring 175 to 
Camolin park. Before this time I had feet 
lord Angleſey, when”T Was a little boyz but 


had no knowledge of bim. Dominick! Forde 


went with me 65 introduc 


e. 


Q. While you ſtaid there, had lord Angle- 


ſey at any time in your preſence received bis 


poſt letters ? | 
1 db femember i en 07 HE e 
Q. Did any thing tv appear at e 
time in Him? Wee d een 
I dick obſerve, lord Angleſey ſeeme hh 
notion on” teiding one of the letters, and 
: ſaid, I hope, your | lordſhip! T, woe received 
any ill news. 
vr What gave octaſion © your g 
queſtion?" | 3282 98 207,198 ng b 
1 thought, IT faw him in emotion and un- 
eaſineſt, or ſtart upon reading that letter 


45 


Lord Angleſey anſwered, no ill news, but 1 


have received an impertinent letter from a 
poor relation; he handed the letter croſs the 
table to me, and deſi red, I would read it, if I 
pleaſed. I did read it, the contents of the 
letter were to this purport; to the beſt of my 
recollection, As my ſon will one day bear 
part of your lordfhip's honours, 1 am Wil- 
ling to give him ſuch” education, as Will 
* become it, and hope your lordſhip will 
% aid me in giving him ſuch an education,” 
1 believe,” he intended him'to travel, or ſome 
thing of that kind, as he was to ' ſucceet 
to hart of his honours. I returned the let 


heir, and à lawful one too. 11/11 Javfieo 
Q. Did lord e ever explain * 


words what he meant *_ 1 


Upon my going to Camolin with bunt 
nick Forde we had a converſation about the 
park, and about lord Angleſey,” and he told 
me, there was a very fine lady there, that 
was talked of to be privately married to him, 
but that he did not know, whether 1 ſhould 
ur hes. or not. Med led me to i 


— 534 1 N! jo i 6: FR : * 


at ſan and h in be meant; was by. 5 jy. 
Tt not ſee = lady. on this viſt 


nick Forde. is dead, 


| „ 4 N. acquainted 


<d. wi . 
An beſieve, he. 748 coll ni 1 4 
59 of, bis e <a the. rds 


| on th 
1 e then iled lo bord Anal, eley, 
bar, 9h the, hoyſe of ig to (ye 


2220 as far, as, hg. leere ouch the 
merits the claim, et kd 
d. Wha did My. Feigen lere, 
a lle& one part ef his teſtimony, of 
Docs took particular. notice,, relative 5 
the inſtruRions, he. Jrecgiyed ; z.. but I. can 
recolled his evidence in the whales, or pon 
bis crop ene i ee ee e 


as? 3 * RAE! 
$3+ . 4 x 


5 


1 
TS... 


Th 1 jon i 1% | 0 


a [i 21/6 * 
115 I ac 1s ow . 


y 01100 * . . % N Fan aa! 


bv be, jeftion allowed.” 


9 


Dia you ever "hear lord Wr ey o on 
ay — occaſion, talk on the fame nj, 
as to the marriage ? 


I. did ; the year before lord Angleley ted, 


t to the. beſt of 75 recollection, I went to live 


at my own Houſe in the county of Wexford. 

I viſited lord Angleſey frequently: and one day 
after dinner he began to talk of his family affairs 
In a very familiar manner, as [ had the honour 
of his confidence i in ſome reſpects; and at that 
time there were the 99 years leaſes, Tome of 
them, near expiring ; and lord Angleſey told 
me, be was treating with ſeveral about giving 
them new leaſes. He then proceeded pretty 
Far into the tate of his family affairs, and 
various diſputes ; 7 and how he had been dif- 
treſſed by many of his relations, About this 
time of this converſation he took a whiſtle 

which he generally had in his pocket,, an 

Whiſtled, and called for his ſon the preſent 
lord Valentia, and faid, Arthur, my dear, 
Why do not you ſtay here, there is no body 
but your friend Mr. Talbot; he then ſesmed 
to fill, his eyes, as he had but weak nerves; 
and ſaid, he would ſpend to the laſt guinea 1 
had to ſupport your rights, meaning this pro- 


perty the 99 year leaſes; and on ſaying ſo he 
turned about to me again and ſaid, my dear 


Mathew, in a tender way (for he was in a 
tender mood) may 1 never enter into the 
kingdom of glory, but that is my ſon born 
in wedlock. That was all the converſation 
no that ſubject. I do not recollect, Lever had 
fu rther diſcourſe on this ſubjeQ.. 


** 


0 24111 


(ns). 


| Was 7 


e with Vis _ 


nelley.” . 


me for the bint. 


3 


m 178 to, lord, \, e $9 
i acqua! ited with bim: but, 
eee eee wh, 
and returned'in 17 5 a ut all the time I. ; 
in Trelang,. 1 had t our to be 9 0 

her 3755, 

b. and Was often at AM olin ol 

40% Rs during that tyne was 5 

by * with the greateſt enderneſs and. af- 
fete | "Lord NT Ya was called 15 74 


. 


8 


82 


i 
A 


KY with, him; 3 * aw ; bim in 17 or 


nd pa . 
firſt viſit \ was ASA a compliment, as he was 


} 34 


NA 1 ii 
. for he. came and paid 55 668 f Vit z, 


of a family in n neighbourhood, his bro ther: | 
a. very worthy 1 mily ly: the ſecond: viſit was,t 
borrow fome money from me; he then aſk Fay 
me, whether I could lend bim a Ji tle, as he 
was in great diſtreſs, Itold him, I could not 
he defired my note of hand, and he would 


' raiſe money on it; and I ſhould never hear 


more of my note, I told him, I could. not T 
did not think it prudent for 2 young: man Juſt 
going into buſineſs to have, bis name hand: | 
about. | believe, he Was in very wretche 
circumſtances. For on t at occaſion 33 en- 
quited of _ m from”. m counti)hmen 
heard this; LY 9 1 i a very indi fferent cha- 
Pater of him ; Which gave. me concern, as 
hal an © My for his family : and I 
hended, be. wight on this apply to Mr. Mal- 
terſoh. 'T gave him the. hint. He did apply 
to him ; ; 450 he refuſed him, and thanked 
1 did not at that time 
hear, he was married; but in 1747. when [ 
returned from Portugal, I dined at my uncle's 
houſe at Ham conimon : a Mr. Salkeld dined 
there on a Sunday, and after he went away, 
the company aſked,, who, he was; and it was 
anſwered, he was a very honeſt gentleman, : a 
broker in the city, who was rendered very 
f by his ae connection. 75 


Tig dicted to, as n hearſay. 5 * x 


1. ka * 13 7 


5 Dig you ever fee Richard Anfeſley at 


| Camolin ? 


| Thaveſeen him fine lord Angleſsy's 8 death, 
but do not know 1 ever . N him before his 
death. | 

I was See fs A \ witneſs, 4 Richard 
Anneſley, [ believe, , came a few days after 
we were examined ; 'F do not know, whether 
he was there at che time: * have no reaſon 


1 ns a 


appre- | 


2a 4% 
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toy Angleſey ?. 


ready and willing: to 
than his income was; and made him ſome 


male; 


10 doubt, Wewer 6 hi habe Kr 
fare the lords. fle did come to London be- 


tote! left it; Hut I cafinot ſay, becher be 


ft it before the hearing was der: 1 Haul 
räther imagine, ths hearing was over, 0 

He left it; bu? Gil be Nb lag me 
Q. In what manner haz he berg tremed 'by 


am certain, "veep kindly kink very a Fee 
tiqnately, as. a friens 1 ſhe was Ache very 


upp! him with more 


preſents; and I always ſpoke i in his favour in 
His unhappy ſituation. Lady Angleſey went 
this time two years after the fir exathin- 


tion; near 3 year, before it was cloſed ſhe 


went to Hagley. Richard was in London i in 
May 1770 and t the OM. was dog in 
AA 


of aii „ ah Kut, on . fot . 
. Anneſlg. 1 


& *. 4 Ah ' 73 11 


0. Who wrote that letter, 12 55 „ 
ez ſo much emotion, when Ty: was = 
bis ouſe ? by what name? 

To the beſt of my recollection the name 
was Anneſley. I heard of Francis Anneſley 
of 9 17 I believe he died without iſſue 

ut know nothing of it certainly. I 
cannot tell, who it came from ; I ſuppoſe, it 


was from ſome of the neareſt relations of his, 


by the words of the letter. I believe, that 
letter came from the father of the claimant | 
John Anneſley ; ; it was to defire aid ; to give 
gid to his ſon, who wquld one day bear part 
of his honours : and that way the expreflion, 
which gave him uneaſineſs. 

Q Did the writer mean to give any offence 
to lord Angleſey ? 1355 

I cannot tell. 1 Would imagine, he would 
not write ſuch a letter with a deſign. to give 


_ offence, 


Q. Do not you ' believe the perſon, who 


was to ſucceed to the honours after the death 


of lord Angleſey, was very inquiſitive .to 
know, whether wed Angioſe Was married or 
not. | 

I imagine, it ig vatyral, he ſhould be inquili, - 
tive. 

Q. Then "4 not you believe, that the wri- 


ter of that letter did not 22 2 lord 25 


gleſey was married 5 
L cannot tell; he might have 1 it by 
way of trial, to ſee What fer be could 


en 0 
; 1 © 2 


6 ried or tors or whit He ſthagin 
„ 


1. e Do' lf 
eee HRT ws e 39/60) AREA 


99 es 6 * e i e " * Ky 
dot tel Which 0 delleye. I babnot form 


an dener, whyr the writer of Hel letret 


imagined, whether ford Ang 


eſe * 
6197 Regs Kbput | $a 
Would he have Write ſuch x letter, i 


Ke Au Hord'Atgiufey” way tnartied;” and 


had a legitimate ſon at that tie * wes 
| 16! he tight by way of trial, in 
cannot fort any opinion; cannot fo 
Judgment of the writer's ideas. 2.07 


ke was in 1pbo, thi ford e hu Hal 
comverfation” with me, hen he was very 
ſickly. I do not recollect, any body was pre: 
ſent. I did not expreſs any thing about his 
| ng his legitimate ſon, or the leaſt ſuſpicion _ 
at that "wy 3 it was Ne without on, intro. 


„„ 
3 Had not you oa before, that | lhe 
Angleſey, had a certificate rediting the former 
marriage? 
I bad heard tae" k believe, lord Angleſey 
did not know, that I was acquainted with this 


circumſtance. In 1755 that matriage was | 


public; and in 1760, I dare fay, lord We 


ey imagined, 1 had heard of it. 
What occaſion had lord Angleſey t 
tell you, when he had in 1752 Pe 


avowed his marriage in 1741, what occaſion 


had he in. 1760 to ſay that to you? 
1 cannot fay ; he was a very extraordiaary 


man in many things. I did know John An- 


neſley. I heard talk of Francis his uncle, 
Lord Angleſey did not ſay a ſingle, word 
about Francis , or any Anneſley but 
what I mention. 

. If lord Angleſey had, no law ful iſſug 5 
male of his own, do not you believe, be. con 


| ſidered the writer of that letter would be in- 


titled to his Iriſh honours ? 
I cannot tell, in what light he 'confidered 3 it . 
he ſaid nothing more. Lord Angleſey ſeemed 
to be much offended with the writer of that 
letter. I cannot conceive, what lord Angle ſej 
would ſay or do; he faid, he had an heir, 54 
would diſappoint them all; for 1 have an 
heir, and a lawful one too. He certain. 
meant; that he would diſappoint them, be- 
cauſe he had à ſon ef Bis owu, ta whom the 
titles 


-riclcs qvuld G5. i thould, natujally, believe; 
lord Angleſey did imagine, the. writes of ſe 
* * 0 


Tee 916d gaoy een A to 1 991 
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75 1 2 
4 
9 


Rar * | 4 19, : 
10 15 9 an e 3 
paid all the expences, and Richard mas part 
of the. commany: « afterwards, I belippe, he 
pd fie on S pences. 5 f V $4 \ 4 at "= 

[ remember a Me. Dey ut Hagley 1 % 48 


I believe, hers a ry 3 mem. 

particularly: bat counſellor: Decy made "Ty 
a propoſal ; and diſagreeable words paſt bo- 
tween him and, Richard Mr. Dee was a 
very officious friendly man, and might Rave 
had directions from lord Valentia 3 but I do 


not know, from whom he got his directions. 


The import. of the propoſal Was about his, 
figning or giving his. conſent. to the diſpoſal 
of the woods in the. park; and Deey; I be- 
lieve, wanted to ſee lord Angleſey's Will; 
and Richard ſhewed part of the will, not the 
whole. This was, While the cauſe was de- 
pending, after adjournment of, the ſeflions.) 
* ben. n wit A 21 er his 


"ud 


mothex' + 8 2 * wa, 


MT man. 


e 


woke caronation.: 


itzgerald immedi 


collect the time aß the cotonatibn; L think, it 
was in ORtober, but cannot * Py ive: it 


was. Segtember or QQabet, I returned in 
les zban, a month after the Ni en "oh 
lady, Ahgleſey, too; and ſhe lodged with 

Eitageraſd. I was here in OQuber,, L blps 
the beginning. but cannot. recolleth, f d 


not come with her; ſhe was here .befos "me, 
fen days, I think; . I.cannot be poſitive at 
this diſtance: of time, what week i in ober. 


I'believe, we might be a week here before me 1 


IL. cannot tell whether the, Was a forthigbt. 
15 ber at Mr. ＋ 17175 s in Caple-fircet,. 


„ at ben ee. UW * 
4 : - 


Adiourned till eme. 
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ae n 12 Wins 


11 in Roſs in 0: 5 of Weed. 
lived in Roſs in 2718; 1 knew lord An- 


gleſey that year: I cannot be poſitive, it was 


in 1718, 171, or 1720 He was reputed to 
be a married mun there; he lived at that 
time with bis wife, that was reputed as fuch. 
They eohabited as mam and wife? her name 
F catingt ſay at that time; it was fo near 
Prieſt; but I beard fince ir was Pruſt. It 
Was the general reputation in Roſs, they 


| wems n n, and” wes cohabited 2 


ſuch, 

e ehen A eg 
She was in 1752 in mew in June for cr 
tain * Was. 


9 
TEN 


Py Wa. 44 Jon 2752 viſited = 


in any and what light? 7 


She was as lady Angleſey, at that time, 
Q Was tht reputation various. 
There was no greut matter of doubt 1 


it; but moſt people did belieye, ſhe was mar- 
ried at thut time. 


She was viſited at that 
time. I was a married; man then 5 my wife 
did viſu her at that time ; and a great many 
other people viſited her then. Roſs is a trad- 
ing town. I am in trade The day my wife 
viſited there, ſhe told me, there were 12 or 14 
ladies more at nm pon nu 
home, ; 


did knot Richards 4 lads 3 


feys | cannot exactiy tell ho long ſince ; 


I believe 12 or 14, or 15 years ago. I knew 
1 55 him 


ty 


1 


to the beſt of my recolle ion. I cannot re- 
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bim, Wheit be Krk ems 404 EY TY 
ſu uppoſe to be about that time, int logon 
| From the time yo firſt ne m, 
it theſe few months; i pe ep = 


Erik or illeg gititmake . u I 4 Mt: 


Me in the light of u natur! for of Red! 
Avpleſty 3 il tiever* beard the" coolfary l 
theſe few but He lodged in Rolfs at Mr; 


Lichte, nd at che ciae Ben. Bette after 
würds. 317 43s lee egen 


een ; 
oY JONI» $ Hoa Wan WAS 1 5 865. 197 


710 Era aud, 5 BM ay: Ballen 


11 18 me undo ruck c N * SDV 


"My wife all never viſit any other counteſb 


that I'knoy or; Laich Tee lady Arigleſey At 


to her at that time; "ny ife "never" ſa her 


; before; ſhe was nevet at Roſs before; that 


= the firſt time I ever heard; 1 did not 
near Whiit The declared, but ſhe wis taken 
in general to de and was called lady Ange- 
ſey; ſo my wife told me, that ſhe addreſſed! 
her eb. and that the whole pany 
did, büt T canriot tell whether the reſt did 
Hitels ſo. She did not make 3 ſecter at t all 
at that time, that ſhe was lady Angleſey. I 
am ſure, ſhe went there in a coach and ſik; 


+ F'% Fs : 


my wife ſoon after went to viſit her while in 


Roſs, Not many ladies of quality went to Roſs 
but I have known ſome that have travelled. 


I never knew my wife viſited any lady of qua- 


Icy in Roſs before. I never heard of lady 
Ann Hore being in Roſs, I cannot ay who 


Q. Were any of the children en? | 
1 believe there wee, but. Cal 
ſitive. | 


not the eldeſt ſon called lord Age. en ? 
There was no ſon called lord Anneſley at 


chat time, that 1 heard. I cannot ſay,” whe- 


ther 1 _ ſee go 5 Jo os V en at 


that Mime 1 #6 ab 


Q. If ſhe'came hy a 1 before, /would 


1 you have'let your wife vifit her??!!! 


IJ would not ſet my wife viſit her in the 
capacity of à miſtreſs, or in any other capa- 


City than a wife. Leahnot ſays what The. was. 


à year before; but when me to town, ſhe. 


| pagers; 7 Angleſey.” 2 Bie hes 189 1:9 
I was tenant to the Angleſey 3 and I 


am now under lord Valentia 3: the late earl 


of Angleſey made me that leaſe; lord n 
tia never did renew it for me. | 
Q. Was not you acquainted wich your 
ns wage Atta ALICE „ 
Me end eie 4.1 36 Ot why! * | 


91 w £7 


e 2 


* be do- { 
Q. If ſhe was called lad y Angleſey, was 


1 * greater perf ti ie ll 


of the tenints' of the town ade baok 
Q. Was not ſhe well Known to be cou 
teſs of Angleſey a year before that? | 
I can form no belief t all #bout it: I was . 


at lord Angleſey's houſe, I think, in "17, 
but cannot be Certain a 5 . 


ot 1945; but 1 chink in 17443 1 did not ſes 


lad) Anglefey at that ener ee e bisg 


Q Wis ſhe deemed eounteſs of Angle 
ſey in 1744 would you have 28 der 1 
iff 15445 if you had met ef? 8 f 


I would not; I did conſider 1. 1 lep 
miſtteſs of lord Angleſey at [that time:. 

Q. In 178 was 1 17 generally eee 
lady Angleſey ? en THOR 

I cannot tell; 1 far diſtant from where 

Tes t cms 119 Har 

Did ſhe go to Reg ec publickly 0 
declare herſelf a pens * Wed 

vY do not know her intent at [tat ume; but! 
ſhe was deemed fo at that time; and went ; 
with Jord Naben, rr g in a cosch and 
fix.” i le 

* What was the Reason, Ny che my 
ſon was not called lord Annefley alſo? - 

I cannot aflign any reaſon for it. 

Q. What trade do you follow ?\ 

Chandling and ſoapboiling. My wife did 


not go to viſit in a chair, the walked to fee 


her. I haddaughters at that time, they were 


not grown up to ** no, they were 
young girls. 
went with her in the cad. 


Did they viſit her ? 
1 cannot fay ; if any of them did, it * 


be the eldeſt, but I am not 4 I had 
no ſon, that was fit to go. | 


Q. Did your wife pay viſits to all the peo- 


| ple of faſhion, that went to Roſs ? 


Not to all, but does pay viſits to the beſt 
that reſide in the town. She did not dine 
with lady Angleſey; 4 ne, the went to 
drink tea with her. | 5 


Croſs « exami ined. by the Reader, for Richard, 


4111 did not know Mr. Tottenham, then 
Wen for the town of Roſe, lived in Roſs; 
he had a wife and family then, I knew the 
family of the other member, Mr. Leigh, 
very 4 he had not a wife and family in 


the town, but at a diſtance. in the country ; 
I take it to be twelve or ſourteen miles from 


the town, but cannot be poſitive, for I never 
was there. Lord Angleſey was with lady 
Angleſey at this time; 12 lodged. i at the 
widow Napper's in Roſs. - | a 
T's aner 


ro) - Toh 


{cannot * mbc RichardAnnefley . 
Jodged at Loyd's or Batt's at that time, but 
be lodged at both ; the preſent lord Valen- 
tia . lodged at 9 thing. time in the ſame 
be i 

as Did Mr, Tottenbony 8 famil y. viſit 15 


I heard, his wife did not; I do believe, ne at that time 


did not viſit her. There is a Mr. John Tot- 
tenham, about ten miles from the town, had 
danghters grown up this time; 1 can- 
not ſay, whether his daughters did or did not, 
but he was not in the town, ſeldom came to 
the town; but a great many did viſit. 
Mr. Cliff 1 did and do know, he WAS 2 


3 of very great property, and as con- 


ſiderable a perſon as any in the town; he 
had a n and: ſiſter living with him at 
that time; the ſiſters. were grown up; I can- 
not tell, whether any of them. did viſit or 

If I could believe at all, 1 belies, they ; 
Jia not viſit lady Angleſey, e 


Mis. Elli, enn Was not there at he | 


time,, 

Q. What was the 0: 5h theſe 3 
ſamilies did not * Ind p. ee at that 
time 

Becauſe lows were et one > fawily with Mr. 
Tottenham, and he would not countenance 
that thing, without lord Angleſey would de- 
clate it publickly. Mr. Tottenham, when 
lord Angleſey ſpoke to him, why he did not 


viſit his wife or ladyg or why his wife did 


not, ſaid, he could not viſit in the way, in 
which ſhe is, till ſhe is your lady; lord An- 
gleſey ſaid, he had been married to her a 


great, many years. That is only the report 


of the town, that thoſe words paſſed; 
theſe words were, reported. to been paſſed 
ſometime in June or July 1752. I mean 
Charles Tottenham, when lord Angleſey 
aſked, Why Mrs. Tottenham did not viſit 


his wife or lady, Mr. Tottenham ſaid, he 


could not do ſuch a thing 3 you know, how 
the family is diſtreſſed with one of the kind 
already; until you make ag. denen pub- 
Nan declared, I cannot... „l bye 
I knew, lord Loftus, I e at that 
: time ; I cannot ſay, whether he was in Roſs 

or no at that time: he lived in Roſs, or 

within fourteen miles at that time. 1 l 
the firſt lord Loftus. 


Q Did Jour family viſe at that time at 


bord Loſtus s? 

They did not. I did, but my * and 
family did not, for this reaſon, that therę 
was no woman of note, that viſited bis be- 


ga that he ** by 


4 


Jam. employed by lord. Valentia | as. 49% 
ver to the town of RSS. 
Q. Did lord Angleſey in <5 0752 ar 


"pear very fond of lady Angleſey eh wu 


I cannot ſay, I eyer ſaw. gu 12 0 at 
that time. I heard, he was very fond of her 
and 9 0 it; by wr e 


hs rand "Ms. 168 10 ry 
* 


n for mT V. e 


94 15 


Mrs. Napper was A. . of lard Anz 
pleſey ; the is ſiſter of alderman Hans Bailley 
in Dublin,,.. There was Another. ſiſter, who 
lived in the houſe at the time of their lodging El 


there. Theſe, two ladies were very much 


ladies of charters. She herſelf Was related 


to lord Angleſey: - 
Q. Did you viſit at Mr. 3 8 
Ves very oſten; but nat at Mr. Cliff's. 
Great part of Roſs is the eſtate of lord An- 
gleſey. 1 was and I am a tenant... - 
2 What was the reaſon of. your wife, 3 
going 1 to viſit lady Angleſey. in June 17522 
She was a good while, before ſhe viſited; 


till we;were. ſatisfied, ſhe was lady Angleſey | 
by the report. of the town chat ſhe was mar- 
ried, and till ſhe was nhl by other reer 


Cs 48 13 7 9 4 * N 8 — * ** 

5 : k ' 760 ff > 4 . 5 4 A 125 f 2 
e [oh 

F˙ V 


o 5 9 Nu, dal. 


Mrs. N [appers were wan a lord Angles 


ſey ; they neyer were returned .to me on the 


rent roll; they have a leaſe ata chilling 3 
year upon her hufband's giving up a large 


holding, he had; lord ane rr h that 


5 


for his wife 8 life. 45 


8 — 


"aback by the bor FA oP 1 , Fo 


75 am 3 years old. next 1 La am 


freeman of Roſs; 1 have a vote in the 


county of Wexford and in Roſs. Of thoſe 
twelve or fourteen ladies there was Mrs. 


Napper, James, N apper's, wife that lives a- 


bout a mile from the town; there was Mrs. 


Alexander, wife of a phat auch in Roſs; 


Mrs. Loyd, the .curate's wife; Mrs. Batts, 
who, was a: gentle woman lived without the 


| gates, her huſband was agent to. lord An- 


gleſey that. time; I cannot recolle& any 
other. This is as my wife; told Ne 

I firſt ſaw the earl of Angleſey in 1737 
but I ſaw him, before he was | rd Angleſey. 
I was born in the year x7. 41 Aer him firſt 
about 1718719, or 1720, , in every 
year of the WI 
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ot neyer 
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cation of the . wo Vitertia and' Ri h- 


aud Anneſley ; I never faw any difference, 


nor do [I believe; there was, there Was" no 
difference till 1752, that k couſd! obſerve, « or 
1 or Hear. . "oY 
Mrs. Nippers' Kalt was granite 


lieve, when Charles Anneſley was in Roſs, 


| he procured it for him, 1 believe; 1 heard, it 
wh granted at that time, 
as a comp paid. i. It THY 

Mr. Batt was in obs and indepen- | 
Ris excluſſye of the agency; and Mr. 
3 is'a pw es of fortune, 99 9 


18 14 Ty 


Bight Wie, Fn Bit. 


Q. What was your fathers's late „ 

Benjamin Batt. He lived in Roſs, followed 
e, and kept a brewery another 
time; he was employed by lord Angleſey as 
agent; I catinot recollect the year particular; 
between 174¹ and 1751 he was ſo wig 3 
in 1741, to the beſt of my recollection, he 
was, 1 imagine, I am near 40 years old to 
the beſt of my recollection. 

I do recollect to have been on boarlf a 
yatch ; I heard, it was lord Angleſey's yatch. 
1 cannot be particular, how Jong that 355 
had been at Roſs, | n 

Q. What gave Geaglön to I coming ? 

I heard, that Mr. Neil, 2 clergyman, eame 


1 ai 4 birgeſs of Roſe, „1 conſidered | | 


with lord Angleſey i in that yatch to Roſs; 1 


do not recollect the name of it. They came 
from Wales to the beſt of my knowledge. 


I was on board that yatch at that time. 


When had you, received that account, that 
Mr. Neil and ford Angleſey had come? 

I heard it the day I was on board the 
yatch, that lord Angleſey” and Mf. Neil 3s 
were gone off to Camolin Park. 5 OY” 


9 5 * 0 
wy | Ef I? : % 
N J W 0 CG Me 


The audi due to ra gan 
feen 2 party” but eight"yzars- al at the 
© Hime, and as | i EWA nat wt woe 4 


. ; * Is; 4 We 5 5 e 


ae it "yy tp produced as making 
part elbe reputation, and” * 10 4 
* mater ak. N MOL "4.377 
HEAL $9 2 010 1643 * 
2 Wee ſord Angleſey or Met. Nell o on 
boa the vate, when you was there? 
No, 1 5 not Tee them, J believe th they 
were gone to Camolin. "i 945 11 ad en 4 
MV father was agent at that time to lord 
Angleſey. My father did g on W with 
"me to the beſt of my W 


verſation was, but it 


0 Why Md yon ö bu board) „ 
Tue captain dined at my lber, e 


nad, it was u very! pretty yateh, u pretey 
- bl and Sefired;"/1" Wige bo ein en 


board to ſee it, To the beſt of my recol- 
le&ion my ſiſter was in it. L never ſaw that 


yatch before or after at Roſs; I was born at 
W 1 was ur inhabitant there in 1752. 5 


Q. What was the reputation there 26 to 
my lady Arigleſey's being matried or not? 

It was whifpered' about by many in 1752, 
ber he was married b lord 
= obs far 1752; think. WO 9123 

as you in Roſs” at the ume of lord 


* N nne e aher = 


#752" | ha 


I was not there at er kr coming f in 


752, but I was there ſoon alter. 


W rr i 
I think; it wasin'two or den months,. 
Q When you returned to Roſs, un 
was the reputation of that place, as'toit ? 
I heard my father ſay, they were martied, 
and that ſhe dined at my father's houſe, - and 
that ſhe was treated as lady Angleſey by my 
father and mother. My father is not alive; 


he died, 1 believe; three years next 18 3 
be did Make a f Mdnvit uh to this affair. 


The pteſent lord Valentia was at ſchool 
in Roſs, I believe in 7751, or there abouts. 
Richard Anneſle Was at ſchoof there; Lord 
Valentia lodged at Mr. Lloyd's curate of 
Roof. My father” at char time . 2 
outſide the marker gate ut Roſs, 

* W Was there any difference 

treatinent of theſe two, ny Ns 

ned for that difference? | e 

+ They, maſtet Arthun an- dmaſter Dick, dine 

Witiltiinea: at nyt fkhet's; T oy . 

ther pay # deſerente tor'l lord Valentin, that 
pay reſpect; the fame deferetice, Fs 


th think, was paid to! Richard. 4 
” N Was any reaſon afligned tor the 6 
ference 3 


""Barehvlotiew": Li6ya, wich: * 
had lodged, beſore they came to Roſs, » 
vn a viſit at Camolin park, and called at 
my father s on" bis return, and he told my 


fatber, he believed; lord Anglefey and Im 


Donovan were märtted: My facher made 
reply, . that he thought, it would turn out 
1b. I was prefeftt at rhis time; "Bardbolo- 
mew Lloyd was the curate of Roſs.” 1 can. 
not well recollect, when particularly this con- 
was between 1746 and 
md 1/50: it was between 1747 and Fre" to 
the beſt of my Knowledge; it way before t 


Sele z it 


* 


* 
A 10 0 
= 


f 


* 


1 


year 1782, Fam poſitive ind 66 


Roſs ro Mr. Heydon's at Eniſcorthy, as I 
heard, but 1 knew, he was remoyed from 
Roſs, Richard was not removed at the 
ſame time; Richard remained at Lloyd's 
for a while, and afterwards was ee to 
my father's" to lodge there. 

'Q. What was the ale of eee 
lord Valentia to o Heydon' „ an not the 
other Bike 
1 cannot fax, e except that 1 bead, 7010 An- 


gleſey did not chuſe to leave them together. 


I was in London in 1761; lady Angleſey; 


lord Valentia, and counſellor Fitzgerald went 


with me; we went in Auguſt together. 
I did ſee the coronation. I think, we re- 
turned eatly in October to Parkgate } F am 
pretty poſitive in that. I landed at Duti- 
leary ; I cannot be particular/ as to the day 
of the month, but it was ory” I 
think, it was the 12th or 1 T think 1 
ſtaid in London pretty near a addy after the 
coronation : I do not know, whatouy and 
month the late coronation was. 
k was on the 22d of September 1761: : 
How long alter that did you ſtay in London? 
I believe a month or thereabout. From 
London we went to Parkgate, counſellor 


Fitzgerald, lady Angleſey, and 1: we were 


kept at Parkgaie the delt part of » weeks or 
thereabout, for we waited for a wind. We 
got on board at ſeven a Sunday morning, 
and did not land till three a Wednefday 
morning. I cannot be poſitive, that I ſtaid a 
month in London after the coronation ; it 
was War three toad or a | monttr. 1 obo 


„ examination 1 Mr. OY 


4 ta me; one pb them was two years 
older, the. other, I believe, kr: en four 
| or five years older.” Wy | 


Q. How happens it, that you recall al all 


the" particulars, you mention? 
I fo often heard my father repeat ie, and 


chat he had made an affidavit of it, before . 


he di . 
'Q. Do you ſpeik it from hearſay from 
your father only? © | 

'T could not be fo particular, but that 1 


3 
2 
= 

4.78 


an; Lord 
Valentia was removed to another ſchoot from | 
| 5 — 5 


came to his houſe then. 
relate it more on confidence from them, than 


affidavit; and 1 ſaw it enteted in In bob 
mur be paid for the püong thie 7a ih 


1 n 


& Where is that book bo 4 e Bah 
It is in Dublin. 0 

Als there any ATR eis boek 155 Mr. 
Neil wag lore Ma er ns "hare? Wales | 
then? 

I bellies not, excepting my father's wing 
for carriage of beef and horſe hire, for things 
that went with lord Angleſey at that time; 
no other entry as to lord Angleſey, I bes 
lieve: There is no entry in the book,” that 
enables me to remember that converſatibny 
but only that I heard it mentioned by the 
captain and my father; that lord A 
and Mr. Neil were gone to the park. 

Q. How came you tö remember that at 
ſo great a'diſtatice, and you ſo young then? 
It ſtruck me at the time, and hearing it 
ſo often ralked of fine, it refreſhed my mes. 
mory. I heard it mentioned laft in 1968 ; 
my father talked of it to two gentlemen, that 
I certainly muſt 


St 


front my own recolleCtion, and from FOOD 
it ſo often repeated. 
Ho much was paid for pledge * 


$4 2 3 
* 


Three haf e 3s is 6 ett wy ; 
bh What ploy is oy c 


_Fiom' Balfyhaclt up to Lol,; the e pies 


name Adel Snow. 


I was on board this SY Think; 36 geps 
tetuber 1741 to the beſt of my recolſedfion ; 
I cannot be patticufar as to the vety day.” 

Q. Can you poſitively . it was not in 
Sr 

It could not be in ORober, that I was' n 
board; ; it poſitively was not in October. | 

Q. How can you Wear to « reatifaQtion, . 
hen you was ſo vety young ? . 

From beating it £6 often repeated, amd 
ſeeing it entered in my father's book, And 
hearidg my father 16 often bepent it: My 
father did not ever theritfoli the day, that 1 
can recollect. 

Q, What time did you firſt bear er he 
tion any thing of it, in this cotwerſition? 0 

He Went to his book at che time of his 


_ that afdavit, and T heard him often 


ſince; for ke Haie, ke would not be 


repeat 


particular as to his merry, but Utat he Mad 


nnn 


it down entered in His Bock. 
At Wat time did ke racy hue os 


| vit? 
heard my father often ſay it, and made an 


1 Ns 


n 
As cannot ; ſays. Jam not certain.as. to the Q. How long, after you ent there, did 
| time. I. cannot be politiye, that it was not lord, and lady Angleſey continue there? 
5 tie laſt day i in September, it was in Septem- They were not there, when 1 returned 
ber. 1 cannot ſay. what time in September, from the county of Carlow, to the beſt of 
but I am poſitive it was not in Otober. . my recollection, but they came there ſoon 
Q. Was it mentioned in that converſation after. They. were there twice in 1752 ; 
on board the yatch, how. long. before that I was not there at their firſt going there. 
time lord Angleſey and Me. Neil went * Q. Did lady Angleſey apply for leave to 


1 S 7 as walk at the coronation ?. 
I do not recolle& that it. Was. FRY Nat to my knowledge ; f Þ have no reaſon | 
| Was it mentioned as a mikter, tat to believe, ſhe did : 1 believe, ſhe did not ap- 
* immediately before? plwKy: I did not hear her talk a word of it! 
I cannot ay... Ido not believe, ſhe made any eee 5 
Q. Was it not mentioned as 4 a thing very to me ſhe did not. 
lacely happened i 


I cannot ſay... 1 can form. no belief or re- a? Graſs examination for Richard, | 
collection about it. 3 


{Drs 
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5 Q. Was you ever on board any other vel. 2. Is the name of the yatch mentioned 
fel at Roſs ? in your father's book . 4 „ 
I have been 3 on board ſeveral : n 1;do 1 cannot, ſay it is. The commander's N 
not recolle& at that time that I Was. name was Thompſon, to the beſt of Dy. recol- 
Q. Was you within ſeven years, ' TY lection. 1 
I cannot ſay. _ one [ Q. How Jong did you know lord Valentia 
4 Q. Or within ten years laſt paſt 0 after that time of Lloyd' s converſation ? 
| I cannot ſay ; I cannot be particular as to - It was in 27 51, that lord Valentia came ta 
| any other veſſel, for many ſhips came to the Roſs, ar thereabout, to, the beſt of my re- 
hl quay, that 1 have been on board. My fa - collection; J. cannot be more Perticuldt * 
U ther never did pay the expences of any other that time. g 
ji ſhip, that came to the quay. to my know- QT hen how, can you remember tran- 
if ledge. My father had land about the town, factions ir in 174¹ 1 5 
| q and in it. I do not know, but he did fell _ For the reaſon I gave before,. hearing it 10 
130 hops. I. do not think, he ever did import often re cated, and my father, talk of it. i 
"Nt thoſe hops : He did import; Mr. Ianns and viſited lord and lady Angleſey in 1752 at 
he hag wines and brandies, and: thoſe * Roſs: I cannot be particular as to the month, 
Tal but he never made an entry thereof, for Mr. but! it was in 1752. They were there before, 
1 Ianns took care of all thoſe things. Q, Would you have viſited lady Angleſey, 
lj Wes bo When was it, you left London laſt had ſhe been conſidered i in a ſuſpicious light ? 
WR - | A cannot be N nor as to the I cannot ay, : as to myſelf, I was but a 
1 . „child, but my mother would not; as to my- 
4 'Q. Was i it in | Oober or November? ſelf, I Was under the direction of my father 
1 I cannot ſay ; 1 think, it was early in ORo- and mother ; 141 certainly muſt have done, as 
14 ber, or the latter end of the month before they would haue me. I am now near forty 
Iii: that, for wh 1 * e * our way that was in 1752. I ſhall be forty. the 28th 
1 ; down... 3 6 of next une, it was fo entered in my father 8 
il 40; In 1747 in has hight » as lady Ar- book. T think, it was in 17 52 lord and lady 
it gleſey” 8 living wih lord pre conſi- Angleſey firlt came to Roſs, : and made a ſhort 
= dered? as wan ſtay, and returned to the park. At that time 
= I cannot fay.«,.- ,.. 4 waer = 1 0 I did not regard myſelf as my own miſtreſs 
14 55 In 1 8 as to my acquaintance. . 19id viſit the family 
14 It was there or 1 that 1 mY of the firlk lord. Loftus. My mother was 
#4 my my father they were married. Lloyd is not not alive at that time. 1 viſited there of my 
4 N 3 there are {ons of his alive. Io, I 752 own choice , 4s a great many there viſited 
4 1 went to Roſs ; 15 cannot recollect in what there at that tine. ax 8 
ity month. 1 returned from the county of Car- .Q Had. not lord Loftus A lac Ys that te 
14 low, 1 thin ar it as the latter en end of f ſummer Vith bim at 1 time et Ne af = lay. 155 
i 1752. | 4A ity | $560 104 lailiet Vol N Thea 
4 2 BAL] 1 . 10 „ ie une e a mk: R029 T3034} ov mT Ld 
Ig; 


0 I heard ſo 3, G4 was not 827 


( 1 . | w_ 


a> his - tbcolle®; chire ſs hy Unis it his bödk ds to 


Wife 3 * 2 e that wy akter iy the time. Idid not be my father make the 


che was 1 frown the: School iof 
; Roſs, I cannot ſay- what year. I cannot ſay, 
. he, was remoyed from the ſchool 3 he was 
removed from Mr. Lloyd's, whete he lodged, 
0. my father's. I cannot ſay poſitively, whe- 
| ther Lloyd;gr Mills. kept the ſchool; when | 
they firſt went there. . | 
Q. Was not it after lady Angleſey hid 

F been at Roſs, he was ſo retored f 

2 It was. * Ae cid } 

SO * cannot ay, whether Mr. ban was . 
| to mercantile buſineſs: I heard; he was bred 
a ſurgeon. He was ſekly, and de 

a N father's in the country. „ 

During the continuance of that part- 

1 nerſhip did not Mr, Ianns en reſide 

with lord Angleſey? .. 41 
He was e there, ſometimes at & my 

' father's. 1 +5. 941 | 

Q. Did he 1 moſtly do there? 
- I, cannot ſay, he did 3 he had a numerbus 
bc vaintance;. and was much with them all. 
Why was the care of the books of this 
| partnerſhip :ommi ted, to Ilan, and not to 

Jour an 

My father a. vi 8 the: wi 

6 and left it intirely to Ianns. 

Q. Did, not your. father underſinnd that 

1. as W apts who: * dred a 

1 25 on 


Hos 


kran by the Lords, 


1 8 jou any ee "ot ba . 
termine, on wy of 275 month you landed 
in Ireland? e den e e 


I cannot be 1 as to * day of the 


month. I had no particular reaſon to put it 


down; it was in October to the beſt of my 


recolleQion. 


Q. When laſt did you en r gr 2 


book ? ; = al 016-4 
In 1768, Mr. 'Whyte 55 Mr. Fielding 
came to Roſs. to! make particular enquiry, 
when lord Angleſey and Mr. Neil landed 
and came to Roſs ; and/thereupon my Father 
looked at his books to ſee what time it was, 
My ſiſter is alive, the [ſecond elder, who is 
older than I am. I never heard, what the 
nature of the affidavit, made by my father, 
pa; I heard no partieular about it; do not 
ow the contents of it, but I heard, my fa 
ther made it with 9 to that. I cannot 


entry, ſo that I cannot dell What the diſtance 
bf time was. ani & en e $b 50 413 


Hos lately dd du ſee that bock? 
Not long ago: I ſaw it this year, © I did 


read thoſe two entrich, I ſpeak of; they are 


entered in one leaf: He Was a very irregular 
man in keeping his böoks, a bad accomptant, 


and made ſeverab entries in one leaf, tho” bf 


different things. I think, the firſt entry is 


Y the ninth: of September; the ame leaf the 


ſecond entry is; but without a dats, I think. 
It was à kind of a membrahdum book, in 
which he put ſeveral chings. 1 do not re- 
collect any 4 ney aeg . date between thoſe 
two entries. M aner . "AI 

The name | of the ſhip,” in which'l came 
over with Mr. Fitzgerald, wy 1 en the 
Lively, captain Williams: 

That Whyte, I „ was 1 bs 
lord Angleſey, but not at that time, Whyte 
and Fielding were not concerned for lord 
Angleſey at that time. I underſtood, they 
came to inquire for one Mr. Anneſley of 
Ballyſax. I believe, my father did ſhew them 
them the books, for I was by. I was not 
examined in England: before the lords: 1 
believe, Iſaw that bob near a weck. I can- 


not ſay, 1 live at; Rbſo n for I have not 


ſettled: any where ſinces my father's _ 
That book was not carried to England. 
Q. When did n. firſt mention ihis ent 
toany boch? 4390 3 ab 12030 
It was very lutelyi 1 44 Pier be! che af: 
4 in England. I cannot ſay; I did men- 
tion it at that time; I did not think, it was 
any way material. I cannot tell the parti- 
cular time when I mentioned it to lord Anz 
gleſey's family. I did mention it to lady 
Antzleſey, but cannot fay what particular 
time, but it was ſince 0 Nele in _ 
* 56 34 þ 1G. «ful 5101" 3: 
Nen cane — be. in Dubs 
1 off 4A i e 0112; 15 
e far: fear it hou be catled For oy 
the lords. b ood i; tdevod 
I did not know Mi! Neil; 1 only heard, 
that it was Mr; Nei, who landed. I did 
not ſee" lord Angleſey at that time, for his 
ſtay was ſhort at Roſs. hes e 4 Hear of 
Neil before that tim. 
bat Converſation of Lloyd: s Was, befors 
the young gentlemen were ſent to ſchool, 
Q WZ it 4 month in London, or a 
month in London and on the road? 7 
Q It was 
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ere pot ahover four on ſi/e ae (ecken of ny. uncle, HO. Was · left . 


Mit int 


London. and Parkgate. Rt! 


my father's will. It was nn 


That book was not © partnorikip dh with \fcanithoutd:be; called rr 


Janos ee A IO ir- 


„hne NK. 


* 5 * 


z between lord Walentia and Nehard, „ Except 


7 
W - 
1 * 


1 L-mevert heard; of: ariy-idifpete or 41 


Werchwe in y Aue 1 aq; boys will uſuallꝶt fall. önt ; and lotd An- 


ixed-potlk hatſe s? 


E inen 


oe 
make gl betreed Jord Valentia and 
2 | Fo pt 285 9 

„Wen nenen rough, to dine at. my 
ö father's s The fieſt time: I ſaw/themidine/at 
m fathet's, Lrdid then perceive, he made a 
Aifgfton wing, ar n.ahem;- 

- Q:cIf.yaurafather; called. one ihe Ar- 
thur, and one maſter Dick, in. what inſtan- 
ant Sherry got NID omen 

1 Hen paid more ,attengion, 1 Wil twkr- 
dor; q and Archur was helped. arge _ 
„„ 
l Neil nebel an the 
Rae the, quay, and landed at: Refs. Lond 
laſey had not i his wn. carriage goigg to 


i rant F 


wn pays 5 ug 


1 5 


amolin: bratdg be 1 W e e 1 


1 9 2 together. - J 
My father bed Jord. Aut set « 


Noſg bb bad receiptsband diſburſements, and | 


1:bslieveiberhiad. a: bank ſor. that purpoſe;ibut 
1,belizxxe,ihe did. nateklMays put them down 
in one bogk : the truſtedi more to his. memo 
chan. tohis hoaks. The, money he expended 
fariord Angleſey; Iibelieve,ihe did; put down 
with other things, I believe, he had a boak 
for lord Angleſey's affairs alone, becauſt he 
uſed to ſeitle- his) accounts : but this is not. 
IJ hae not books with lord: Angleſeyisac- 
counts 3 thaſe boaks art with my brether in 
Raſs: the book, I. mantion, is in my cuſtody. 
I had not curioſity to makr a compariſon be- 
tween that and, other books. > In 1768, I do 


ngt regolleit, Whxte looked inta any other 


book. My father told him, James Wihytt, 
have nathing to Vt for my laid and 
Mr. Neil were in Roſs in 1741; and that he 


hail wede an affairs und 10 convince them 


brought his book down to ſhew them, for 


that be would nox trũſt te his mamor7 . 
1 Are any entries. aß other ſums on ac- 
emint af lord Angleſey mh anten 10 
| :,Ihelleves there are. 
There are dates to fans: articles there j 46 
wwe ot. 1 imzgiar, that book is all my fa- 
8 wifi n Metin ac 


ow. lang have you un d chat bol in 


your poſſeſſion? 3143 110 bi E TH LIENS 1 106 GIRO 


exp al Q 


but 


1 % Nel n Nenn | 


n not chuſe they ſhould be together. 


e t ſather Where is another bookilin which; 1 fancy, 


my father kept lord «Angleley's accounts 1 
was & ſort of day bobk,*in which he 
made ſeveral entries, Phe other bobks Are 
with my brother. This book was ſent up to 
me by-myidefire,when; thoughts ſho, d be 
vſent for -0ver+ to England. 1 - brought the 
ubook-to my uncle in the county of Carlow, 
and left it there 3 and deſlred him to ſend it 
-up} here to Mr. Percy 's, "where it was left, 
J until I. came; to. ton. My brother had all-, 
the books in his cuſtody: before the trial in 
England. This was 41 my father's 
books. My father was living 3 in 1761, Be- 


fore the late trial Lid reeellett that · entry. | 


*Ibelicve, f1:did before thetribl/acquaint lady 
Angleſey of it ;-not ha ch 11 Was' 1 the 


N cs 67M 


L cannot deſeribe the Areſs of Arch and 
Richard; but do not think, one was as. Will 
0 the other ; their coats were vifte- 
rent; .| cannot ſay as to linen. 

Before 1g I never heard my father call 
Jordi alentia by any other name than maſter 

Arthur. I never heard my father call him 
lord Anneſley before 179. 

My father was very ſickly, and „„ 
of minding anything. towards his latter end. 
I belieye, my father would not de biaſſed. one 
way” or other, 88 bin ao e or truth 
ledihim, Wy Bee 

Mr. Neil and lord Angleſey went in a 
___ per ape 1 did not Tee. 


** ) 1 . 


) are 1 called An. : 


4 hs "When did: your: father 4. | 

I think it was in June * it will de . thre 
years next mont. 

Las a in W wh 't 
us ad agent. to lord Angleſey z and key 
was don in da to Wee. 

2. On whoſe e e \chey come to 
iaquire of this entry? 
+I think, it was on the account of Mr An 


neſley of Baltyſax. e % 00 ee 
Q How ' came they 69 kaow of fa 4 4 
book d bil N 1278 6 1 * 77 N 
111 a Gan 4 1 4 Th hey 
1 
FI 
2 


gor Töne v0 inquire abet. e 


of the Affair. 


2 When U$*you ehe to, 

n Dody g or to lady 'Abgleley particular 

"ng Lariat fay. 71 PRA T na 

Litto 94d \WAtitefey f After Chiti . 
I cannot tell, whether it was mentioned to 

any body. I believe, my father. di id ſpeak 


it *Pubſickly, but Canet lay, Ut 0 
Whyte and Fielding. I cannot Roe the a 


ue they einde here; exalily ; "bur bet 


* 
wa pring 1768. . 
Füld' not kiiow Neil per ally. 


90 


I cannot W ye was agent at Mite 4 


ny body 4 Bl Ven Ihe F gent "to 157d An- 


father, and my father's anſwers, 1 think; he 
Came to n for Me. Anneſley. 
_ Examined for bord V. alendia, | 2 


q #% . 448206 
a> ti ls. 
> 


5 Dia the ſon of that Mr. "Wijie en 
| any body ? 


A dadghter of "Mes. Simpſon, before that 


Ae pe Gl. 
It was early in November; the Ain of 
* N6veridif;t ik, ttt 1 Lnded. 1 72 
"*46t teronedt * but bed an * me 
| * 


baue, aint 1 


1 did know the late lord N 
well. IT know Camolin Park very Well; 1 
"Was there in 1 741, in September. 5 
* Was ra. Anyleſey there a, "Mar . 
ee 

e came 6dr! in at month t eg and 
dhe pat by iy 25 I Kept a ml, from ra 
Angleſey in Camolid. 50% 


What diſtance was t, Habitation 
from the Pak? 


A ſmall mile. It is direBly J a ae way 
Fm Role to the Park; they m £0 by. the 
mill, Lotd An agleſey was 1 5 1 — 7 the . 
Ain of Septenſßet. T (2m 

What is the realon of Jour being | poki= _ 
tive of batt” 

I went "bp With meal « to. the Pak * 
vote; and r faw lord Anglef ey bel fore the .. 
15th. 

28 Have you any particular tealon, for 

g*hat it was before that day? 

rw ; for I had a ſon born the 10th, and 


was chriſtened the 16th of the month; and 


* but to inqufre” thy Father's £86 dr 9 


+ w 
1 


9 


My father tid them on that 
wee ae de bad wer in ecke a his | 


gleſey. By the queſtions 4.x was Tuben my 


: . 


n 11006 K NY * als 0 3ua bagopl 
5 * you bo poſitive; yopnſodrwas 
rn/the Toth. Fra, Nen et: U 4 24 ith 
ecavle; he: was entered, in-my bible 1 bis 
5 Was ente 


4 


. 


| early in the e month, 1 bas! my Fg 
cab examined dy Mr, lh. 
14 ; bad off ALA gt 290082 
, 950 ye: you any, more 
a, 


3.4 42 1 40 | 
have five ſons 3 eue before him 


Nuss 40 1 1 Bil 


t 
2 you. recallef the times each of 


'< 
* 
=> 


$148 , 8" 
. bora.? fur #110167 "I 0 . 


dots 145 A ah ts CEQ ch tf + + n Dl 102 
Where ma in Angleſey; when yout 
"ak Yon & Was born ? Lend 


2 41 


the time Ul, of them were horn. Tyvo were 


By JF the time, Richankapd Ben. 1 amibot 


e for particularly ws hide the 70h 
ptember, and booked Ln en 1 
£ap tell that. » I. mood »y11b 0d ib 95% 4 
£41 3 N ſon;was 2 5 . 1 


what year 4 


his name is Iſaa 
Ben is 18. 


8. Can peu gell the Jeg | 
I cannot tell what yearcs-bur' be ib. | 


uy born in March: 


Then When 9 Oha year, | 


your ſon was born rs 
Angleſey was there ? 

; can well ell patfaſtiyi he bi. wege for 
'the reaſon. I gates for lond Angieſes Kechet 
was to. ſtand godfatherſor that: child. Bewis 
183 but L cannot tell che year be was bbro. 

5 Was lord Anglefoy et abe kg 
your LANDON 2063. 2 360 01500): 

e was.really thete atithat time. 

Q, How can you eee, K 
ol, can. tell it, becauſe lord Anzleſey was 

ihege daring that zie AL 5 od 


I ou go With any meal at that time 

id; and conftamly : I waited on:lotd!An- 
gleſey with meal conſtantlys. when he wanted 

Its dig every werk carty meal to his louſr. 

Then why, ſuguld chat put yowin 
of dis being at bomg i of pt) Lu 
To be ſure did not carry meal every 1 

but .contagyy. loaded, when there was beck- 

You, t was not on account of m going up 


with meal, that I remembered; but lord An- 


gleſey paſt by the mill, when We to Roſs 3 


d in cy bible. Lord Angleſey 


L. cannot; tell; he was, not. Ut de, Pur at 


-Q,; What reaſon! have, you fot ſaying d? 


+ 
} 
k 


22 £ 
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Py — 
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cr 


». and 1 


looked out of the chair: he was in a common 
hair; a one horſe chair led 'by ſervant. |, 


2 men in black clothing, and 'z band about his | 
neck, was with him; but I cannot tell, who , 


following. 


Q. Had rb demn tn id too? 
I cannot ſay, whether he had ig the chair 


and Nixon Donovan came out of the chům- 


meal, I examined, who he was, and they 
_ me, he was one Mr. Neil à miniſter. 
Did you ever dee lord Angleſey s horſes" 
drink water before? 7 0 25 
Olten. He does not always ſtop there. He 
1 paſſes by that way. I have very often 
ſieen him in a r and ſix paſs by that way. 
4 am very ſure a ſervatit led the chair. 
Was not way: gy; a remilable 
driver? A 
He did not Lins hw I carthilt by he- 
cher he was a good driver! of aid never ſee 
0 8 himſelf, 299 i 
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as ö 


lord Angleſey came to Camo 
Q. Did you at any Wa ber to. fe 

/ bir of that ſon? | | 
'T-did look. 
Q. Had you'the facie ati 60 look into 
1 dock as to the birth of the bther chil- | 
- dren ? Did you look into the book for the 


a 4 


I offs 


p Ly PS 


Camolin Park that year? 


when my fon was born. 
% When did you ſee the ery! in . 
book ? Did you look into the book at any 
time in ordef to ſee che birth of that ſon? 
I oſten did; but the book is in En gland; 
and I-forgor it thüre ; ſo that I did not fee it 
| of late. I was carried to England, for to cer- 


{fore the lords, | but not about it. I did take 


402, 1.444 en chat eerazen Jook inte te 
book, in order e be. cerein witat tinie 
ſon wi born. ange 20 A a ls 


nA bot emen Lg 
x * 2 * 8 Uk py. e 3 3 wp. 
6 „ ee 


1 bas 


4! TY wi 6.08 10 MA 


- "Nepped up ahd'welcomed him home z and he . was born at.that i te ind n 


1 
A 5 


All the horſes drank water there. A gentle- more bear that lon. 


he was: and I went up with meal the 1. 1 and book 


wee. Gt 


or no; but when L went up with meal; 12 5 5 Fa 
Jord Angleſey, and this gentleman with him: by. 


* IF 


ber; and walked up. After 1 delivered the b come? 


1 


. Is id look inte the book to: fix the time, with you? 


 tify-the-age of my ſon I was examined be- 1 . 55 Ifaac to be 20 years of age. 


my book there to know'the age of my ſon; 9 


. 'F 
115 17 1 | 


"hal at that time ? 


n= 4 b * $ 
* - * A 
| ** 


686 3 


G. l thit the 


1 . certain, he was born th 
a proteſtant. T' 


Is there any entry,; frer 1 85 
0j for three 15 cl riftened i in . own 
in my bible: the two. 

others chriſtened 1 in the church, and hoc 


_ a | © HE: 4 wh 
e N 5 Ar 945 197 10 1 
| 4230 yo. 


"Gf miau by Mr. Rund. 


G . * 
, W's * 
* U 1 
«EX .F * 


. . 


jaw i 


He came the 5th or bib of Shah to 
the Park. ts 

. Rae vou bought i Y timber on of 
cane wood e „ 
TW not, s 


bee 5 the E. 


2 What was "the puck keepers m name, 
who was godfather? 
"Billy Coxon, 


Q What do you mean by A band, 1 : 
Jauch a thing as that (pointing to 257 * 
„ 3 ̃ - 

Tam very certain; "this arntlewin m Wi 
band. I faw him after, when 1 went 74 


. How long before the roth 4; 


. * TO. mA 
PH . 9 | 5 


8 . - 95 by 
1 $3.3 * vo ; 1 2 


L am poſitive, 1 bad a ſon doch hol after meal; he had a black att of on, but no gown 3 


and had a band on him there. 


the Q. What was the Jane * that. ſon born 


the 10th ? © 

N How old is whe 1 TY 

' He'is 36 laſt . 3 my eldeſt i is "Wi 
34, or 35, I believe; my ſecond fon is 32. I 


birth of your ſon for the purpoſe of aſcer- Was examined in England in the houſe of 
mining the time; hen lord Angleſey came wig lords: 3 but not for that, not to this point, 


n Why did not . * "uu 8 MS. 


. 
_ - 


1 forgot it. 


Q. What religion 2 5 your wiſe 8 
A proteſtant, 


Q How long had 1070 Angleſey ok 5 


en 


1 cannot tell; I believe, he. was | bland two 
months 3 Icanno: tell whether. three months. 


we) ety 


Camolia Parks in the year: 
Ke born? 


1 Bs IN ef bf * 1e 
13 1 een 125 els, a 9 * e 1 , K ; 
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1 4 5 11 1 4 4 3 ? F {4 * 1 
t enen 4 WW 
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u. recolle& any particular event | 


"| TROY ext ort iuary event beppened 
there, do not you think, Toe" Kould have 
ktjowh'it 1 Fi 18K N 1 
No. I was not in the mill 59 Caielin 
men I had left the mills: I lived in the pa- 
rich of Ferns at three miles diſtance. 
Q. Had you àn occaſion often wy 60 
during that to oo houſe of Camolin? 
No; I had no occaſion. 0 
One child was ehriſtened in d the 
other in Roſſmanoge ; the three eldeſt ſons 
2 chriſtened in * houſe ; were booked 
in my bible. The 


the day of the birth. 2 1 


clerk * + ) ROT Is 73 


tered in the book, to be ſure: it was the 


birth, and not the day of the chriſtening, that 
Jenteted. I did not enter them in the bible, 


Q. Were the entries in a your © lock made 
immediately after the. birth of each, or all at 


CEE) 


N Whiat wad it you entefel in your, fa 
wily bible; the Bre or OY of your 


of thoſe three 
eldeſt ſons was James, and he was born the 
10th of Seprember ; k. entered in oa! n n 


Q. Was it their into neten Sas | 
entered in the church ? ow N kept * the 


becauſe they were, entered in the chureh 
book. 4 Cs 45532 | 


three children? - 3 3 5 
The birth. I e the birth . 
but it was entered, when they were chriſten- 


ed, an then I enteredy when they were born. 
I did not abe en, W e chriſien- 
. l od bi t 


Q.' Wa ie you your, that: macs the 
entries in the book ? © 


ni har teams withe the 


miniſter to — your I” 


75 


e ; by Mr. ah. 
Q. Did you not make an affidayit in Eng- 


land, and ſwear * law lord ba- & ride a 


white hofſe? mp 


1 made an affidavit in Eegland'; 1. never | 


ſwore in that affidavit, that I ſaw lord An- 
It was the birth of the fon, that was en- 


- gleſey come on 2 x white We" Pp 1 never 
did. 


"Qt i tine pions your eldeſt fori born? 


I cannot tell indeed; I cannot remember 


he was born in March. My eldeſt ſon was 


not ne 8 chile 3 I way a een dae 8 


him. 


Q. 5 ph wir was 1 born ? 2 335 43k 5 


5 8 N PW 4 a 1 4 
once? She is 39 years of . l 
1 f 6 „ 115 my Wh; 
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1165 03" 2s . B 47 


ice fe the petitioner Jobs ſaid, they had 
no witneſſes to controvert the fatt of lord 
4: Anghſo's being i Jn Hine: at Camalin in 


1 pt 40 wt 5 1 * 
> you know! ah (lat lord ae. 


7 
1 1 
2 2 J ; [4 1 5 : ! 


Wo 
N cee 


1 . $119 34 f 

"-Q. DN you "a, him in 0 about 30 
years ag 2:1 4 , 

L did: cit; was in 38 30 * luft 
| Yeptember, . I. lived:,,with Mr, , William 
| Napper at that time. 1 dia lead lord A ele. 
bey ind chair from Roſs to Camolin 


— — — — 
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13 
» . 44 2% 0 #3 4 4 i, : * 

5 : J 4 5 1 . + CF, IS io 
INT? "Fr We =." 1 33 14 * A $24 7 
called in. EW Mats e ene 
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8 0 PR 5 
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at that 2 it was ein Sutton's ch 1. 
and his chair horſe. 

. Q. Where, in Roſs. Mn 150 —_—_— 
Angleſey ? 5 11 36 4278 $7446 


At Mr. Ben. Batt's 1 $ 72 4 fel e 5 i 
18. Did you. take up, Rd prot 


ſides ? | of 
1 54 2 BF" N 

2 did. 121131 1 s 

$03 14 


2. How way aa legte hay 
In black, with a hort rav: 
cannot tell which, about his RE” 71. 8 


big hat half cocked on him. His coat was 
black: a black great coat, and. a black body 


coat. I did not know his name at that time. 

Afterwards 1 heard his name, Was one Mr. 

Neil ; from his dreſs I took him to be a 
N 
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clergyman. This va on l Saturday tet 
to Camolin that very day. I returned to Roſs 
Tueſday following. The reaſon of my d 


killed a deer, to ſend ſome veniſon home te 


Roſs. Monday was a wet day; the deer was 


killed on Tueſday Morning, it wa cut up in 


quarters, and packed up in the chair for me 
to take home. Mrs. Napper and Mr. Sut- 


ton got ſome of it; and to the beſt of my 
knowledge Mr. Batt got ſome, 


ont examined i 15. „ 
We Hare you ſeen any . ar- 


men two yeats ago? 


Ves. I have ſeen urebdexcon Naylor, * 
. Had he a band on him? 


He had ſometimes, ate d not. 


Had he» band en him ho lf da b 


fav him? 


I cannot ſay, whether he had; ſometimes 


tu a hand on him ſometimes not. 
Q. Have you often 5 8 ocher perſons in 

Yo ee . 
I have often, 18 108-6 wil ; 
Q. Can you name the time or month when 


% 7 #1 4 
3 


you drove any other perſon? 


No, I cannot. 


ws 


Council for lord J alentig. | 


* ; 
rei 


Q. Did you drive other perſons js 


your maſter and miſtreſs? 


was, lord Angleſey deſired me ta fray; till he 


I paſſed 
through Enniſcorthy on my return, and there 
was a fair Haug that _ there. 


| Enviſeorthy iv vot the bid ba ioad to ws 


moin from Roſs. 


. Then for what tenſon did you es 
5 


The bein, thit. fell 4 Monday; raiſed a 
food in the Slaney, that I was to ga eren 
and I way afraid; I ſhould be averſet. 

I be ane gli of this u and that 
was all; | 

'T only paſſed by ll. but bird on oy! _ 
turn, that they came on board, and that it 
way à very pretty yatch - 

I am a; roman — I gal at lord 
Angleſey's houſe! Sunday and Monday ; 1 
did not ſtay nt 4bb houſe. «lt, 1 e e 


Camolin to drink. wit 1105 
he 20 Bo t 0 
jo. Bat led . 

| A book proced to 54 11 1 555 a 

p "Ai the 5 40 eee 


entries are in, 26 to the pilotage the . 


and as to the beef. 


sage 20 | * Oo 

. - ron the jr entry. 

2 4 ud Abel Snow for piloting the tip 
«© Mr, Thompſon's order.“ Aal 


There was no ſhip at the time but the 


......yatch ; that is, no ſhip that my father had 


any connection with but this. There might 
be other ſhips in the river. Snow was the 
pilot. This beef was fent on board that ſhip 


or proviſions. , 


I did. 1 do not know, what year i it Ws. "My father was very irregular i in accounts ; 


Q. Do you remember, that at the time 
you drove this chair, was any ſhip in tha tivet 
in Roſs at that time ? 

There was. They called it a yatch. 

. What c ee G 


Shad Weds alt hve 


Mae walter and a gfeat mn dicks 


| fay, lord eres came on board it. 1 can-- 


not fay, whether an bod: eſſe came. BY. 1 
"Q, Have you any teafon te be particular 


as to the day ? 

1 have, Tick is this, 1 cb | on 
Tueſday the fair day, which” was Held the 
eighth of September, called lady dd * 
A 1 drove through tlie fair, 5 0 au 
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ſome times wrote large; ſometimes ſmall, 
and wWirh what ever ink he met in his * 


She «reads the ſecond entry. 
. ä 0 K * 11 | 
& an September, beef three carcaſes, 
*" and" borſs bie, nine pound two ful 
e lings n nee n 
"Thats for bebe to ear down'to the 
quay. (e204 G , 
Q. How long did jord Angels 
| Roſs uher he landed??? 1 - yy 
A very ſhort time I bites, reach, 
he went 72 nl he landed: but I boa 4 1 
did not. J "1 ir 993 ag; AL 
Q. Do you know, what becarke'of ais 
" ih after odd Angleſey left Ros? 
—1 Cannot la 735 F heard, ſhe was aten e 
wile, kee, 


1 4 Auer e 


&&; 


* Capntil fur bn Hon, 


11 4 
s 


bord bet Un fad 16 ger and {rid 
is 1 Eh 9 9 


2 wins Author OY 


4. did. know Ninon bebe he was. A* 
preſent lady Angleſey's brother ; I firſt knew 
him, when he was a ſmall boy ten or eleven 
years old, I ſuppoſe yz I am; not ſure what 
286 directly. 1 knew him. all along after> 
wards, till a little before he died, that I had 
not ſeen bim ſome. time before he died. I 
knew him in 17413 4 was in a regiment. at 
that time, in the green horſe 3 he was in the 
ſame regiment and troop at that time. I was 
from the ſame ne\gahourbods of the en- 
mn, [IJ 4 

Q. Had you. had the fame maſter at any 
time to inſtruẽt a 
Fes. We went to hast ue ond maſter it 

Camolin: 

Q: Had he left the regents: befor he 
died? 

Yes. He leſt is the latter end of * Augul 
1741 3 he came on furlo x. 

. What was the reaſon of it? 

He wanted to come and es his friends, I 
"Aa his reaſon I cannot tell. It was the 
firſt furlow, he ever got. He told me, he was 
to come down to ſee his TILING ne” 
try, and tg come to Camolin, 

Q. What Road did he take? 

I do not know ; he came the road leading 
from Athy towards Carlow, which was the 
direct road to that part of the country; and 
I came part of the 2966 with os about 4 
FFW 


15 ee 


Q. Did you ever + fob him, a x you parted 


from him on the road ? 
Bo. our 
ben. did you firſt hear of his death 
Between that and Obtifimas,- 8 l 
on furlow myſelf about three weeks before 
Chriſtmas ? he had died before that, for 1 
had got an account at home, that he had 
died, and never heard he had died till I 
came home. It was the general reputation 
of the neighbourhood and family, that he was 
dad at thor dee, Tt was" ny" fo res 
puted. LOC : e 


A vnn da you go to! . tothe dae 


maſter? | 1 7 4 7 : 93941 
| To learn to write and aol tle; don 
2 A. ſame time, at one times 1 K 


wy How Jong bad yol ben together with 
his maſter? _, „ Ns 
I believe in au loin ang! 0 half. 
I very often ſaw Nixon Donovan write dur- 
ing the time; w we were together at ſchool, I 
ſaw him write very often, and alſo during the 


dime we were in the | regiment together. Saw 


him write ſeveral times when in the regimen, 


Was very * e el with. bis On 
5 


* 


n. enter vag priced ins 


1 at the ons Nix Donovan, lub 
ele to that paper. 

I want to look atthe:bick of of it, 

I do ſee the name Nixon Donovah to it; 
and I do M's a that name was wrote 


* 


| The wikis, Led es, mme 
which be did after ſome time, and ſaid bs 
n not N 1 ee, eee | 


he did not write | nap ver jar of this 
I did have Sun Debi bs tv ewai hs 
regimant z I. knew him in our RE 
mu rl. # f 


| Of nene y Ms Kh. 


"vr e810] 2 


The wig wa 2 read the emrifea; 


1 cant fp tu Tan read 1 al Leas 
e e IGM; 


gau, wire give to hin. 


11 naw Pl a 955 fneacles "oats few 5 
times I Was eZamined before the lords, 1 
had not ſpectacles there; but I got 4 a | 


and my. fight failed 'finge; 0 OD 
Q. Do you 1 what you fore + be 
fore the lords? 4 regs 1 | 
I do. 
C Was it inthe bginaing: ot end. of 
Auguft 1741 ? un an ut 


Lam certain, it was thelatter end of Angut, 
and I never ſaw him after. 
Did not you ſwear," that you law bin 

write ten weeks dae his death ? 8 
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„ 
1 ann id one bin write 
ten weeks before)? 2; 
A ſong that one of the NO delivered © 
n Wy, 71850 
4 recolledkl. e, e e e 


often? | | 
I "IP 55 1 bannt ce whar a for 


was that, I heard ſo long ag. 


Q. Did you ſee him write his name ten 


| weeks before his dea) 


I cannot fay, I faw . his name ten 
weeks before, but I ſaw him write other 
writing. I ſaw him often write _ riams 4 
his copy at ſchool. egen! N. 

Q. Did 1 7 ſee Wm write his name in a the 
regiment 010 : ( 

I did not on him ien ili name 10 7 th 
regiment, I did not ſee him write his name 
while in the regiment, but I ſaw him write. 

Q. Did you ever Tee, him write his name, 


1 to « (ge paper, moms 0 ae 10 left y 


ſchool I \ 10 FT; Wy 
I did not 195 him writing until 1 os him 
write 1 in the regiment, 1498 4.55 Jy 1 2 


* Did _ ever ſee him v write his name ein 


14 ow bim write in As regiment ent 
times. 15 s bent 
Q. Did you ever ſe him write his name, 

after he left ſchool, and to what paper 7 
I cannot ſay, I did ſee him write his a, 


after he left ſchool; tho I ſaw him write. 
Q. Did you ever ſee him write any other 
| thing, after he left ſchool, except a fong. ' 


I do not know any other writing after he 
left ſchool, but the ſong; for he went into 
the army ſoon after he leſt ſchool. 

Q. What time did he leave ſchool ? 

He and I were at ſchool in 1737, and con- 
tinued at ſchool till 1738 3 we both parted: 
the ſchook much at one time. 

Q Who was he captain in a your troop at 


1 20 4 FT: * 22510 1095 1947 15 4 wy i} 
One Tenniſon. It was he gave the fur- 


low to Nixon Donovan. Ab 5g 
Q. What was G 5 
I do not know. 


14 J. 


A 


When he was: writing this fongo tia 


you look over him? mw 1.4 een E bog 
Lee looking 4 him Aae ir 
from him, 7564 ein led e un zin 


Q. Was not you pa the :ſame-fſide of the 
table witwv/bim, or was itivppolite to him 
I was looking at him, and do not know, 
whethgr it was one fide or the other : I was 


the ſong. 


Q. : not Four bear kim daes ie wy | 


well e with his hand writing before 


Q. Did you take birth notice of his 
manner of writing that ſong ? N 8 


He. wrote that ſong no other bs. than 
the way he wrote always: I think, he wrote 
it, as he always was uſed to write. A 

'Q- Did you __ ihe 18 880 in Fanz hand, 
and ang at it ki 

Q. Did you read "4D e 
No, not much of it; und if 1 did buen, 
e I read ſome of it? . 

Q. Why did not you read the whots, when 
you had the curioſity to read part? Was it 
becauſe mY did not anch 150 oh e Oe. 


went? $617 10 


I did not read this whey: Nee 166508 
. When that paper was nee to 180 | 
you juſt now; what was the 1 you. mw 


looked on the back of it? | it 


There was an 4 and/an K on bows bick 
& Ae, | OW. 


Q. Was not it to be ſure; it was ths paper, 


that was produced to you before the Lords 


in England iP Was not oy the u r 
Fes, it Was. 0 4 


Q Could not you "in ſure of it by 10 


ing on the name Nixon OO to 50 AS 


* looking at Non back afit ? Fore if 
nb eouldar Hor 17 25% 227 200 2: 10k Jak 
Q. Do wee unnd wh were your Leher . 

ſchool fellows, _ ous were e, * 
Q. Name one or 4 No 
I will name two, now blew ks in "_ county 

of Wexford, Jes pros; and Ton In- 


man. 8 6 4; 14 $4.3. ; 7 þ þ 8 Fx Gi . 1 
0 4 Were _ tearving to write too * 
bv/Theyowerfts e 99) 1999 wor 1) 


Q. Can you ſwear to their hand wricings 5 
now ? 
I could go very cloſe an Plummer's havid 
ple) z but I was longer at ſchool with: 
Mr. Donovan, an TL) us ſay either of 


then. E 0 
Q. 88 ſavarita the hand wri- 
ng, of them, Or either. Ins 0 nn . 1 Del 


I cannot, ſays! that I could aher to their 
bande TI was better acquainted with Dono- 
van's. I had ſome of Donovan's writing for, 
fifteen or ſixteen years, after he died, in a band 
book of mine that I wrote at ſchool. 19% 

: That! copy: book was kept in: my father 8 
bouſe ; ; it was a fair-book, that I made at 


ſchool; he wrote ſome times in pity as” I 


wrote in his, 92 i nne 21 89 ts £4} 5 2 444 3$ 


7 * 


) 5 65 


Q. Did you read that, that was wrote by 


Nina Donovan, 


. Several times 3 1 read it K 1 
cannot Lay, I read it all along thoſe fiftetn not which of us wrote beſt. * 


or ſixteen ear s. 5 95 
Q. When, laſt did you read. ü? 1 7 
_ "T cannot tell. meu 


. Can you tell any one Ts, chat! you 
read” it, for 11 fifteen years 1 


; "3 Y 2 


1 cannot recollect. e ee rh 
Q. Was there any. thing wrote bac 


in that copy book, or what was it ? * 
It was a copy W that we call a kit 


for they were neither of them 


— — 


Q. ' Did you or he write;the beſt hang ? 
They were very much like Fe anochet, - 


Were yout hand Wit gs” pretty 


Nile — RT. * like 
each other ? F 


an: 13 2 } 
They were., Ac 55 4 Wotan eh 0 pt 
x | In the 1 0 0 


2 
8 
wed 
z 
— 


ter? 12 Ale 4 $4 ok . 1 
The way, we wrote, was like each other. 


Q Were the ae the erg of the 


, letters, Ane? fr tee! 
'Ve ry much, 1 30 Al 1 1 ; 1 tt! i x 
book. Tt was the laſt copy, that ever 'Twrote- Q. 'Ds 1 „ib that be | wrote as bad 


—— 


at ſchool, and the maſter laid down. ſome as you or do you meay, there wa 1 44 


things; all the little learning, that 1 went 
over, was laid down in that book one after 
the other in figures, + 

„Did the book remain in n your we h 
| hou fifteen years after) you left ſchool * 
It did. 


. Q. What did you mean by at the tide 


Tearning, ? 


It was the book, the Babel made to in- 
ſtruct me, to refreſh 1 memory with reſpect 


to my learning. 


Q. How long wis you. from home thoſe 


fifteen years ? 


I did not ſtay y long i in the en nor * 13 
the ſeryice 3 I 455 not twelve months in it, 


and was at home all the reſt of the time. 
The book was at home, in my father s houſe, 
1 did not bring it to the regiment. till 


. Was there any thing more than a com- 00 


mon leaf oyer it, or a vellum cover oyer it ? 


Nothing more than a common leaf. It i is, 


| long ago demoliſhed, 15 

Q. Was it preſerved earl che fifteen 
years 5 0 

It was along with other papers in che 
Deſk, 4 2028 $- 7 
Q1 Mention ab pitticilar ord: ,  wrot 
by Nixon Donovan in th. book. e 

Thete was his name wrote in it, and five! 
ral things, I cannot ſay the particulars here ; 
I cannot keep an almanack in my head, I 
cannot tell any particular words, be wrote in 

it, except his name. 

ls that book the reaſon, that you can 

; fo well recolle& now his hand writing i 


0 


It was a help ö ws * 


"I," If it had not been for that book, do 


you. think, you could at thirty four years 

diſtance "ſwear to his hand writing? TY 
I do not know could I. | — 
eee 
"Indeed, I . I could not. 


reſemblance 1 in the letters 1 
"Yes, Wat is What, 1 meant; 


(A paper war ſhewn to the wing, ales the 
name Nixon Donnellan, hich 'he rid, 


OIL 7 Dannell As td ofa 


1 0 
"ICT, CS 3» en 
DX: 8. SEP : * N 4 


1 « was Uefired ? to writt his * own 105 
ſeid, his hand Set , he 5 Weise, .. 
coul nat write at all. He wrote bis Hake 

after ſome time. Mur then” deſire —4 
write Nt. von Donovan,” . wrote 7x 
Donovn.) ] n Wim 8. 1 Joit 
40 K > i414 Ach i. Wo 1011 oC 2 

RX Have you ai Jou letters 

papers of out ny er” Ws SID ER 2 
No. 


Had id 17 Of en 


"oC Hive you any in Dabu? radii Las 


« 
Ie 15 


Did you ever receive letters from [Nina 
Dain . 

Very often. I have not any of fs 
produce. I never did receive a letter from 
him. 1 did not underſtand the queſtion be- 
fore. 


. * # 3 * . 
; 1 A ', | 0 
112 2 { $24 — 2 


rd cromtnation, 6 the Rid 


"Q What was your ſchoolmaſter' J NY 
Thomas Taylor. 


<Q Where did Nixon Donoran 's bara 


live in Auguſt 1741?" 5 ii 
His mother lived in Cumolin, 1 think, | 
''Q, Where does Plummer live? 10 


Near Camolin, at Mileſhow. He 15 Bes 
in there now. He was well in his health, 
when I | came to this town. v Inman lives hear 
Gorey. 115 25 h e ery 17 

Q. Are ey perfolat'cf ſors property? 

Les, they are middling farmers; they do 
keep horſes ihe cows, bod a a good deal, vs 
of them, 1 


8 Fo Ab. 
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1 Pall w ad wa 6 hg q 
© Yo ng na believe, ra 
doe ay lere an ak” 1 0 ww 
grea eal. d 11 * 
Q. Are 2 ther of, your. Keel _ 


now in Dublin? 


Not a Tknow: T do not hink the 


Q. Who are you tenant t of 
One Derenfy: Lord Valent 


cipal landlord. 1 wet” 8 
Q. When did you fle f. Le e ? 
I cannot tell certainly, when I. cen it f 
i think I ſeen it fix or ſeven years ago 71 
ſure of that, if I did not, ef efore./ , 1 7 
Q. How long | before . 
I am not certain 3 but i it was t ako. 
Q. Is not it, . fince bord Angleſey's death, 
you firſt ſaw it ? 11 8 
A believe it was. a nay; 
Q. Did you learn to write from any © other 
maſter, before you went to that ſchool ? 
Never: I firſt learned to write there. 
Q. Did Nixon Donovan learn to write 
from any other before?) 
1 cannot tell; 1 believe, we begun pretty 
much. at the. ſame time. 


tia is gl oh pi 


. 
FL 
455 


+ 


not ſure ; he might have gone to ſchool. 


Q. Do not you believe, he never was at 


any other ſchool, before? = 
„It was there he begun, becauſe the ſchool 


was ſo near his father. 
any other, We were at ſchool. when. * 
were little boys together. 

Qn How long did, you learn N write wo 
quderT7. ; 
a gs a EAT, and 2 half, | 


mount 15 


nee 


4 6 ws. a » , \ = 
Hie AY 
» 


0 Did you make an aſidavit as to Do- 
iting to that eos 


Upon what occaſion ?. Was it bade 
diſpute about this peerage 7 
It. Was. 11 It Was e 1. Amade 
affidavit, that I ſaw that certificate. 1 
Q. Did Jou, + when you made that . 
davit, examine the hang wriing.o the name 
Nixon Deren I ir Milet ) 128 N 
*. IL did. 111 1 TW 25 4 211 * 41036 5 6 1 7 
„. Wag you on your, examination ro e that 
time ſatisfied, this was. the hand vricing, of 
Nixon, Donovan, or not f 34 * 1 my A * 
,was. S e 11 tibi my *. 312 "> os 
„Hon longi is it, ſince you was examines 
before the Lords as to this hand writing), . 


1 5 


Ws | 2 | 


WEE 


Tam ig 


13 11. 2 


I do not know, | 


that be learned from any other maſter: am 


Whether he went to! 


NN n Vatoig. ops 


"ARSE 7% Yee; Wobk h8" Ane of. 
is nan, I did then examine it carefully, 
4 Was "then BOTH: it Fa, his hand | Wik-. 


8. Since u were mn before the” 
= what was that 1 ou fay, * 


8 tell what 5 was, - but it ay very, 
much in my head, and my eye fi ght failed 
ſince. J do not know but it was a fever. ( 

Qh there any difference between) | 
hand writing now from. what i it was. 975 
years ago? 


Ves "yy could write a little here 1 than 


what 1 could now. A 


1 


. by 9 we 


e 
p „ S 


vo 


Q What was contained in that copy book 
that you ſaid, you kept a conſiderable time Fr 
There was all the little learning from 


Addition of money and fo forth, as far 38 L 


went, and from that to the Rule of Three. 
ſo, far as 1 y went, 1 cannot tell, what became. 
of it for it was, from time to time broken 
and diſperſed. It is about fifteen or. ſixteen 
years ago, fince I ſaw that book. There was 
a great deal of that book wrote by the maſter, 
0 ſome of it writing of my own. 


© 


4 
gf 


What! was the reaſon for preſerving it it? 


Te is A, common thing for ſchool boys. to | 


L 


E oY a fair book, when, they leave ſchool, to | 


refreſh. their mind as. to e * Mas 
the reaſon, I Preſerved 1 
Do you uſe ſpectacles nom; 
r unleſs it was a Tory. LM 
print or 
I did not bring ſpectacles with me. My 
maſter is dead this great while, thirty one 
or thirty two years: I believe, it is near 
thirty, years ; 1 am not ſure how. long. 
Q. Do you generally. write memorandums 
in, gur famil Ys Or about your, own affairs ? 
write yery little; 3 1 have thoſe, that can 
yy better, in my, family. 1 believe, there 
5 | he ber peoples hand writing in 225 
elides Nixon Donoyan's. . I reihe 
ber Tam, Inman to write in it; the n 
wrote; ſome of it. 


A Ws. 
. & * 


vey Fo 


QQ. Who was 1 6 perſans, fuſt ard 15 | 
that paper to you with, the name Nixon Bo 


10 3 15 14 in N 1 


N. 


4 Whole attorney ?, 1 das fi 
wo was TOY A org { Ang cy. 3. 


4 4 260; ye 6 * 


the like: I could. not read without: 


byte an attorney in . 80 5 


[ES „ 


Tr the name turm d down; that: you 
could fee no een that name, or n 


U | mY by, 11 2 2 * 23. 115 * 1 TH 
The whole was produced to me toge- 
ther. + 15 25 1 l 1 go * 43 >! 0 1. 1 . 110 


Wa yo told at that time by. Mr; 
Whyte- the * nn af coy 
pager. 2-3 0 
21 think 1 was. 1 Ne | 4 £/ 5 15 


Q. Could you Know che Jade 1 . 


your err he 1 e now _ 
i % 8 35 6 i 
N mee 1 mould. N #9190 1 
Q. How old was you, e you k learned 
to write with Nixon Donovan? 
|: believe,” ſeventeen, e or nine 
* between that and twenty, I believe 1 
was. I did not go into the army till the be- 
Sen of Auguſt 1741; I was not over a 
week in the regiment with Donovan; when he 
came-4way on furlow - the time of the fur- 


low was the latter end of Auguſt, I cannot 
ſay; what wry id was dome wbt 6 on 


de. Gr, een 7 

Q. What was the ade 2 the wich 
ard paper, that you ſaid you knew it by ? 
When was that mark fixed there? \ Ii? 


Le was an A and an R, Sends it \ myſelf 7 
in Dublin, and in the preſence of: Mark 


Whyte, 1 wan: examined ben Ids 
in England.” (ib 
Qi. Did your wall them any thing ofthis 
copy book ? 

I do not Lakes witithir't did or mow} ©: 
"IF" you believe,” you did ot not? 


I cannot ſay; 1 do not r whether 1 
did or no. i ee 
* FL, l : ; 4 $4 * 


2 12 0 5 Toms „, 


« 9 


i b 
2 3 9 15 16 44 3 2 Yale * N 
* FT 4 Al 4 . F Te 5 1 


3 Did y you know Nixon ä 3 i 


4 


1 did; I have been acquainted with "al 


theſe, 30 years; I. mean 30 years ago, and 


until he died. Ichave been acquainted with 


him ſince be was A child, and *till he 
died; except a little time When he was 
in the army. I bad no correſpondence 
With him, when in the army. He is dead 
this great while; I cannot tell how long, he 


died I believe in 1740 ; 1 think ſo, I can- 


not zuſtly ſay : I; believe, he as nen 
ment Fears or there away. 

Q Recollect yourſelf; did 2 ever go to 
fehoo) with a wan af e name? 
ws 4 did, 1 mn 1733. eien nee ono brit 
a | 


ſchook. 


þ 105 Ho long was. you at ſchobl vil 

| dae van ail to. Sr 
25 * IO quarter df ür: The maſter's 
name was Thomas Taylor; he lived-at: Cas 
melin. 1 did. fee Nixon Donovan write ; 
am acquainted with his hand writing, I have 
ſeen him write ſeveral times ʒ he wrote at dne 


table with me, when at ſchool a ſecond time, 


for I went a ſecond time to ſchool, when I 


was. an yolung- man, to tbe; improved. i in ac» 
ccunte. The ſecond time was in 1733, 1 
have been older than he. The firſt time [Twas 


not at ſchool with him. Never was at ſchool 


N re ange, but I was twice at 


* 2 21 1 * A 
41 E Fig 50 3 5 1 2 1919 Eitl 


Q: Gan Bow recollect the name of. any 


other at ſchool with you ? "1 61 


There were ſeveral boys at ſchoal. 


Q.. Do you know one of the name of 


E * 1 
CCC 
Q. Would you know the name, Nixon 


n if you ſaw it now? 22 51 
Tak A ſhould. 911 3 1 $49 855 9 . 


inn 1 
( The Maher Lhe” to bin, the name int 


ob believe, chat is Nron Donovan 8 band 
writing : To the beſt af m knowledge, it 


is 3 it is very like it. I 40 not know, I 


cannot -politively ſay. ſeen a perfect 
certificate in London, that was not like that: 


There is nothing there, but one line. I ſaw 


FO r nina 


2 1 1 10 7 #: 0 1 Ft , rs © 4 


Can! for bord Valentia ſaid, it is th 10 
tant courſe in courts of juſtice to Pro- 


Aus the paper to the witneſs without con- 


b { cealing any part; and they only produted 


him, to aber thy" a iſ rn 40 that 


£4! 4 4 7 
n paper. i eee 4 


3 name Ni Dee was produced to 
tbe . e 4a uw . e "_ ber 


„ b. 1.2 9 
j . ; 2 1 44 10 r | * 10 0 Ty 417 
Q. Do you believe that to 10 the Sad 
writing of Nixon Donovan, or not? 
I am quite e at it. 9 by cannot OY 5 


It '# 


tit cr, thanined y Ms. vnde. 


(RAT 4 Th $7 by e 0 1 K wg $1.5 IF 


"% was examined defer: the + Lords is Ea 


gland. Il. 101), HARON | 
LON ad etna Ne VL 1 
On this very ſame „Aan. en 


Lach 1 Did 
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Wn Did vou ſwear there to the Band 2 Sappofe nöibing but his name written 
{| writing of Nixon Donovan? dn this paper now in my hand, not the other 
«| e 64. and to the hand mein yo Co paper, written * e mould you 
=: MTs Kavanagh. ON ee 25 * Em 9 "BLN * 51 n 901 
109 Q. 'To what piper v vue thoſe names I think, I ſhould. I think, I ſhould have 
1 bed no doubt about it, to the beſt of my memory. 
1 To a 3 2. Do yod think; you ſhould be nh 
5 Q. What was the purport of 2 ab. about pronouncing upon it? _ 120 
. cate 2 II do not think, I ſhould. Ie ithst paper, | 
1 It was dated in Ati. a They det me ſee before I was examined; I ſaw it the fame 
wh. mothing but the hand writisg of two ſub- week! I did not put any mark or any thing 
11 ſubſcribing | witneſſes, and the clergyman's on the back of it; I ſhould know it again. 
1 hand writing. I believe, that was a Terti- There was the miniſter's name, that folem- 
1 f ficate of the marriage of lord nne te hized the marriage, and a ſeal and the two 
4 His preſent lady, the e 1 OE” | ſubſcribing names at the bottom. I ſhould 
1 QD. In what year * WOW Rtt give a 'narrow gueſs, to the hand writing of 
14 In „ +. +» that man. I did fee the whole certificate at 
13 1 once in Londen ; I did not read it all then; 
11 Croſ⸗ extminaiion oe the Rieder, I faw-only. the names. I was not allowed to 
| 1 read it all; but I read ſome of it; it was 
14 Q. Was not Anthony Ryan at «ſchool e at whipt out my hand. The paper, I F wag was 
1 the. ſame time with you! fractured in the top, where there is a fold ; 
1 He continued with Nixon N A no other fracture. It was ſome of the law= 
b I parted the ſchool : He was not t ſchool in = ſhewed it me ; I do not know, who he 
30 my time, I never ſaw the paper before in Ireland. 
30 n e e oo og wt CY 1 never ſaw it, till I went noon, Iwas 
119 Examined by the Lords. WR not examined to any other point. 
5 Q. How came any one to know you ur 
1 Q Tou ſay, vou ſwore to thoſe two prove WO 67, 427 266, my» bits 
1 names before the Lords ? Poe Dy Bsccauſe 1 told, that I. could. do it, hey. that 
. „„ N I was acquainted with the hand writing z but 
1 2 Did you beter it in your conſciene had not the paper ſhewn till in London. I 
1 C inen went to England to be examined as a witneſs, 
41 I did, and do ſtill. 15% and to prove theſe hand writingſge. 
— Q. What reaſon bad you then to deer to Q. And was you carried to England 
17 the name of Nixon bree and not now without being ſhe wn the hand ige you 
* to the name? Not was to prove? bn 3; 5 
1 If I could ſee the paper. Ne To my knowledge I did not ſee that pa- 
|| Q. What light would that 8 give per, before I went to England? 
1 you ? If you ſaw that paper, would you Q. If you was to ſee the whole paper now, 
ö { RS ſwear it to be the name, becauſe you ſwore do you think, you could ſwear to the hand 
=. it there? Or would bog ſwear it. W the. writing of the two witneſſes? DRL of) 
j | Lo ſimilitude of hands? vis... I think, 1 could. 15 n 
4 1 ſhould know it, hs PUN, Fo 5 Q. Suppoſe the writing! 010 5 you: * 
51 1 ſhould know the whole certificate: 1 ſaw really affixed to the bottom of that paper, you 
| 1 as whole certificate in full, | ſaw in England, can you ſwear, that name, 
101 Q. What was the reaſon, you ſwore, thoſe you wth "on e was e Dae 
| ; names were the names of thoſe perſons ; was have: ] oh 


it from a ſimilitude of hands, or becauſe you It is vary like it dor 4 cannot fea pk 

ſaw them at the bottom? y. a q 233% 

No; I was . acquainted. with the hand Q. Suppoſe, that ene uten 

writing; and 1 believed, it wy aha hand wt it ſhould appear, that name was at the 

wilting. -/) 4 Wy bottom of the certificate,” what reaſon cou, 
Q. If Nizoa pon had wrote 150 ks you then have, more than you have now? 

to any paper, ſhould I" 1 it 92 ſecing It is not like the paper at all, that I ſaw in 


that name? W nt i i O06 London. The hand writing of that name is 
N 1 think, I mould. ; | | very 
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could ſwear to it nn to any piper; to 

tunen you ſaw it? . 

4 I could 0 we beſt of uy know: 
Erben de do 705 beben that ale Niton 

Donevan, affixed to that piper, iv or is not 

his hand writing? 

It is as like it, 0 og Lee u. 


mae withdrew with the depitty wife, 


that nobody might peut with him, while the 


paper was prepared; and the nam 
ne ane only was „aut us 


oY did fee Charles KavithapH; and am ac. 


quainted with his hand writing; he is dead; 
this 1s his hand writing ; | believe, I fa Ya 


write at Camolin in lord Angleſey's houſe 


tery bfren, 1 ſerved his ſervants with goods, 
and he was his houſe ſteward, and I have 
Fen him write very often; he had à diffe- 
rence ſome times in his hand writing: he 
Has told me himſelf, what gave octaftbn to it, 
chat he had rTheumatic cramps in his fingers 3 
and if he was after taking a glaſs over night, 
that it made 1 W 4 in his hand ext 
tan TH WE BEER & £7; þ Y ; 
_ The name Nixon Doane wat A. be 
gy fron 6 5 be was 22 to wal it 


$64 Kt + 


1 5 that like the hand rking of Nixon 
Donoban, or ndt'? © ; — 

I believe, it is the hand nk ; Tad not 
perceive it ſo ety as whatT do how. Wh 
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* Yon your e Fee with 4 
hand writ of Nixon Bonovan, that ou 


fipriabures to the ori 


gleſeyꝰs, or ſomething lefs. 
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. Are. theſe 2066 turen "you" 
Chitles Kavanagh and yur 8 . 
iginal Certificate; or no 
I believe ſo; and betzüſe I looked more 
narrowiy ; I was wilverflly'a ane wth 
ki hand writing iti every ſllape, he wrote, 1 
believe, he was fober, when he wrote ar; 1 
40 not know; whether he took # cup the night 
before? I was fumiffar with his hand, afld 
noch it by a eaſt o my eyes; this, 1 belle, 
is as good, 26 any that e wrote : che ban 
wrote well at ſome times. 

If yen had feen the whole FO 
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ſaw in London, would you'have helical at 


all about it? oe 8 14 
1 wink, Loi not, Men i We p 5 
"It [ 1 8413 7 SET, Wa * 
m bl peer gon fs the hands of the 
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This was the certificate, I aw in London: 
The names ſighed' to that certificate are the 
hand writings of thoſe” two then; I believe. 
[ cannot tell, when Charles Kavanagh died; 
I did not krio him for u year; before he died j 
it is bout 20 of 21 years,” I faw him write 
about two years before his dexth at lord An- 
Very morty be- 
fore he went away, 1 ſaw him write. I left 
ſchoel in"t9 74, and Was not at ſchool with 
Donovan after that ume. Ryan was not at 
ſchool, while J was there, but he was after. 1 
ſaw Donovan's hand writing every day i in 
copy books; he did net Write pretty well 
then. I cannot ſay, I have ſeen him write 


ſince 1733. 1 never got i let 
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gh” 1305 witheſe all Patrick 7 I think, al. am 31 have wr bim write 3 
ie e e An ft eee e 2-349 . quently, for three years. He kept an, account 


22 e, with Charles e 

Obe is dead, I believe. 

Q. Are you acquainted with bis hand 
mt. 


between the late lord Angleſey. W ura 


or nn. dieb N 5 wid 
Q. What was the nature of ww dealing 
between lord Angleſey and you 
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* father and . nee e ed oh ae . 
Wood for him ; and Charles Kayanagh was One 4 mY 
houſe- ſteward * manager for him. There eee + FRE x 
Pere tickets given on that occaſion; for lord Wpat did Mr. Hamerllyitell, is TY „ s 20 
Angleſey, would not ſell the bark forthe price -+ That lord Mansfield ſaid, that the tert terti⸗ 
going, and kept the bark on hands for a year ficate was enough proved; that the band 
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N and a half. Bark is a periſhable commodity; writing to the certificate Charles Kayapagh's 
il and in, grinding. the bark be was obliged to and Nixon Donovan's were ſufficiently proved. 
wet diſcharge the mill, and to give tickets ſor , Who was Mr. Hamerſly ? ?: 
. every week. I have got the tickets from Attorney for lord Valens, 28 1 thought, 
[ Charles Kavanagh ; his name was ſigned to at that time, and believe it to be %% , 4 
181 thoſe tickets... I was thoroughly acquainted Q. At what time did Mr. Hamerſly t tell 
1 : with Charles Kavanagh, from 1738 to 1746. you ſo? 
wi Q. How long did this dealing continue 75 t was ſome bt in March; I. cannot fay 
11 Three years and an half. t what on; : it As laſt March twelve 
4} Q. Did you go over to England, * r month. 3 5 
it amined relative to the title of „ Charles R 4 write nn at 
121 I did; but was not examined. different times. Differently when he drank; 
1 Q. What was the reaſon f be wrote better when he was ſober, le 
| {i The reaſon, that Mr.. 3 qare me, was not frequently i in liquor: 
4 was, that lord Mansfield ſaid, there were 1 Did * uſually ated bulineſs when © ö 
10 enough examined; that the hand writing was in liquor? 
4 proved very well: and therefore 1 was not ex- + He did very alien wah buſineſs when 
1 amined. W ATI a 1 liquor. 1 Abt 
14 Charles 1 wrote: e .. „ figning | to - paper, 1 * juſt; now, a 
4 <Q; What was the reaſon of it? is partly his worſt writing. 
FM | The greateſt reaſon, I ſuſpect, was, that 1 do know James Darcy; 3 1 aw bim not 
10 when he took a glaſs over night, his hand ten minutes ago, 5 Nes I came into the | 
TY would ſhake 3 and he was fond of taking houſe, 
1 drams in the morning, which made it ſhake; C. Did he ben you. "ow was examined Ky 1 
#70 1 knew it, for | eps: him e One: „ He did not, but I knew it, for I Was hers 
vi in the houſe a Saturday. I was not * 
1 mh did ſee | a e of the marcings of when he was examined. 
VA lady Angleſey to lord Angleſey. „ Q. Did you hear, he . not anſwer as 
[lt %% od) naw 1 did wat as was expected from bim. . 
i In the parliament offce/ i is London m I heard, he W not en, as be ought 
1 ; March was 12 months. EM vo to do . 19 
1 | = 2 Did you e ever pat any mark on thay 
| n the wit. lt ee ee 
| 4 No, 5 did not. 1 age 
| = I believe this to be the hand dez & Q. Will you take upon you to 6 no 
| | bf Charles Kavanagh, 1 5 8 it is Kavahagb's band writing but 
N 0 i — — I eee eee 
| | i il . The whole en „. to *. To ihe beſt of my knowledge there is 
ot. „ eee will 
i! | bl. I aid ſee this paper before in 11 ne- 2 Die you ſee one Mr. Ianns write 3 
"ot yer ſaw it ſince till now. I do believe, the I did. 
{A name Charles Kavanagh there is his hand * Do you- not lodge i in the ſame houſe | 
11 writing z I do not believe, any other part of wi Darcy ? i | 
that paper is. I think, the name now ſhewn. 1 do- 


to me is like the other ſhewn to me before 3 
I think it is the ſame, 

Wich do uon think n the . 
writing of Charles Keranaghy this 70 
youſaw before? ??—ꝙGͥ oo 


"VE - id you make an | affdai before the 
attorney general, | 
I never Ad. I never "oY make mw affida- | 
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"No.4 4 e e WHEN eg 0 2 b Hon 2 
4 believe dr to "by © his wal I Wel 
Did you know une Ne father 

of Hawtry Whyte? oo "m0" 
I did; he was an agent for lord Angeles, 


4 good while . eee * n 31 


N bas * 4 
he is. dead; 3 $a E vols * "$341 1 11 


I do deal ih 3 


Q. Was hot you fonie a in 


the purchaſe od _ pag, lately * Ae 
let&Valchtia'? | 2 M.A r ot] ©. 


1 „ | gt e MY &% 6 
* ag — — to lord Valomia 
for thoſe woods 4 e oe , 


I am indebted to pay by ales, We are 


to pay 12601; 4 year; *till:88ool; is paid 118 


we paid 1800l. in hand at the beginhing;.” ttt 
Q Have you partners in it? 
Ves. John * Wilen bebte, 
Robert Graham. n ns It v7 (210 | 
Q. Have not you and thoſe other es 
Joiried in a bond'to pay 4 75 be ee 1 
4d Gd. A's 200 4% v2 977100 1 72911 
| fla ein 1 
0. the re bord Valenti ig ide 
to the witneſs, that has - oF bunt pros! 
"duced mind eh «cnn Gre road f 
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te uin abit avert en 
Phis is very lire bin band!” "7 ” 9 


„Ae K. to de his hand, but theft is 4 


turn ory) that he was not very muackwſed 
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do 55 this to de his hand alſo. 
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Thy were marked A and B. 
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Did you know Elizabeth Knight in 


| London 2:4 . e wet 7 xs 197mg 
Lredollect, that when I 'was at the temple; 


Elodgedat Mr. Me Avoy!s in Suffolk ſtreet. 


and ſaw Elizabeth Knight ſeveral times there 
I remember very well the occaſion of her 


_ comdivg there, and my being acquainted with 


her, thats Mrs. Smythz the widow: of Mr. 
Smyth who was King's council, caine to meg 


that I might make application to lord Bowes 


in order to hier obtaining concordatum - 
money for Mr. Soiyth's, attending at Kid 
mainham ſeſſions; and ſbe came with Mrs. 
Smyth, for I underſtood, ſhe was ſiſter of, 


Mrs Smytb,.. ant] ſaw; ber there Teyeral 
times after. I remember 4h _ mers 
8 ſome times. 
Q. Did ſhe ever tee you bout Richard 
Anneſleys.Jord Shen bi. onto ol of 
1% cannot recollect, that -over ſhe did, for 
if ſhe had, I muſt. Hans einen dar ſome 


wo To LBS 91 1 * 1 
Would it e eu: * impreſſion 
on you? . AR "IF SLY '# WOE IT 5 741 4h 


ee ee, eee e 


imprefion N.. 
certainly at that time did 
knom Mr. Atneſley; becauſe He had been 
introduced: to me by Mr. Batt, who lived: 


in Roſs, add the accommodation being bid 


between Kilkenny and Roſs, Mr. Batt gave 
mean invitation ta lodge, upon circuit at his 
houſe, and either inn 58 or 1789 ; L fu 
Mr. Richard Anneſley, he went to ſchool, 
and a fon of Mr. Perry's; Before ſupper. Mr. 
Butt. introduced him talme as the ſon of lord 
Angleſey and a Miſs Salkeld, I chink. 


And L recollect very well; that at that time 


1 ſaid, he did not by any means wrong his 
father, for that he was very like lord An- 
gleſey, whoever was his mother. And if Mrs. 
_ _ had aſked me any. queſtion relative 


to Mr. Anneſley, 1 hould not have anſwered 8 
her in the negative, as that matter ſtruckk 
me, and I ſhould cextainly have mentioned 5 


ſame; thing of it to Mrs, Knight. 


It was in 17 59, I believe, that 1 eee 
Elizabeth: Knight 3 for it was at my firſt 


going over to England, that that application 


1 by Mre. Smyt n. 

w: long. was. it before this converſa 
tion SE is. Kalbe you a Mr. 
Anneſley Ton ee hos mundo nh 
It, n after my, ſceing Me. Annefley, that 
I faw Knight, for I. was obliged to] return 
from the temple, and go on the circuits ; 
and it was the very firſt circuit, [ think, 1 
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Enight. ] If. he 
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ever went, dich wan in — this be- 


 ginning of 1759, but, I believe, it was in 


ſainmer 17 58. I. believe, It was [the fart 
ſummer that I ſaw Knight. Te was after)E _ 
that! Le ür 
| zhad/ſpoke 00 mel hot 
Richard Anngſley, I mould have given! her 
information » 202 low wor eee 1 
Q. Did you ver hear her or uny other 
talk of) a lord Alcham in the een lord 
N Gionuo⸗ aii env Wil 24.00% 
- Never; to my knowledge. : dads 
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15 10 Hes many years did you:know Mrs. 
ae n 19d eee ehe em 
I believe, I had ſeen her for two or three 
years; for I uſed; to come from the Temple 
in the vacations, and go eitcult, and Tomes. 


times did tot keep ſoine of the terms ; for I 


attended at London near five hear, beſdte I 


kept my terms. Ai 


„How long did you khow Mrs. Knight, 
or live in a degree of ang ed with 
b en e eee oY eee ee Bloow i 


N bor mat 1 have: frequently 


men heb at Mr. McAvby's,/ and Mrs. Tan 


had houſe juſt oppoſite! to MeAvoyls, and 
uſed ty: come thete to viſit with Mrs. Nuttal; 


* daughter of doctor Ellis, whoſe family I 


knew at Monaghan, who lodged in Knight's 


houſelz and I have ſeen them frequently. play- 


ing raus, for I-was very domeſtich t.. 

„. Was not Mrs Knight regarded al-:that 
Ss as a woman of honour and character? 
I never heard to the contrary ; and de not 


believe, Mrs., Nuttal or Mrs. Smyth would 
have: lived wich her, if ſue had net been a 


woman of - reputation?” Mr; and Mrs. Me 


Nef were under great obhgat ions td meg and 
would not Have permitted me to Have kept 


Her company, nor have introduced ber- to! 
me: if ſhe“ had not been of Character: 
„ Wold Ar, and Mrs: McAvoythave 
kept company with her; if ſhe had nov been 
a veman of character? I (1 nen 

Lade not know, but 1 do not believe er 


119 Zaiog 


Q. Were not Merand Mrs ing 
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1 F.alwiys:underfleod fo, and · muhyf gen 
men of figure and fortune lodge W 
Hodſe <: The prosoſt, and feral gentlemen 


of ths but, DO Th wot Haga A wil I 
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went circuit. firſt is, that 


* Was bet hour b W wo 5 
tions with che northern unt of re 
principally ? 

Yes. dota ah; 

Q Was not the tefidens of Richard Atv 
heſigg;thr che fodthetn pares 21! 2 7 
Undoubtedly it was. 3 

Q: What profeſſion are you of ? e 

I am a barriſter: Before I was called ta 
the bar, I was uſed to tranſa& buſineſs, the 
buſineſs of an attorney, twelvꝭ + ge before 
I was called to the bar. 

Q. While. you: feſided in Ecglandj wire 
not many applications made to you by your 
Iriſh acquaintance, and inquiries mage 2”! - 

I believe not; for before I had gone to the 
Temple I had giren up td my nephe my 


office, and had quitted it ſeveral Town be- 


fore!” Fatt od ad of 36d 1d 1 
Q. Do not you think it probable, ferveral 
queſtions" might have been aſked of, ydu, 
which at this diſtance of time ” do not 

recollet ? aan gif of oi eld I. 
1 ae auen, an if Mis Koight 
bad applied to me about that buſineſs, E 
might have thought it an impertinent in- 
quiry, and given her à ſhort anſwer to geb 
rid of her; but do not recolle& ſhe did. 40 
eib n = 1 . a, 

#1 hoy dene the Lords. 
yi "ey Vein ee WOE Its 1th in for of 

Q. Do you know, whether Mr. Sib⸗- 
thorp lodged there? i 
IJ dò not retollect ſeeing him chere. 1 
not bee that he was in London at tha 

J he waz got at che temple in my time. 

Lab e knew Richard Anneſley, till I was: 
introd pad to him by Mr. Batt. at Ros. 

Q. If Mrs. Knight had aſked you after 
Richard Anneſſey, before you had ſeen him 
at Roſs, what would —_ *. your au 
„„ 

I certainly would wm Fray that 1 
knew nothing at all about am. % VF 

3 If an inquiry had been made of yqu. 

before vu had ſeen him at ue would it 

have made much impreſſion nk 

I believe, not at all. 1 Weisses t woubd 
not have made an impreſſion on me. | 

Q. Can you be veryi-ſure, at what time 
your firſt acquaintante commenced with-Ms. 
EnighÞ0:9 v9 104 ww of 1647 3194 tz? 
I cannot be very ſure as to the time ; but 
what makes me believes, it was ſoon after I 
that Mrs: Smyth hear- 
ing I was in London, and ee I had 
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f td, hows in Golden- »Q Look it the body.of U 

Jane ; and tMinking, that I might have been [believe it all th be the ſame. Ada” 1 

Foal eee 1: Sg ai believe, the whole Wertificate, every word, 

wan after I came to London. 1 the witneſſes, to be his hand writing. 

Qi. Can you be ſure, whether, your; zac< Q. Did you ever. prove this certificate in 
quaintance with Knight commenced, before oer een 
N was introduced to you at Roſs ? I proved it before the Lords i o England | 
<., [cannot at this diſtance ; I believe, it Wy. How old are you ?_. 

| was in ſummer 1758, the firſt circuit I ever wah ai be _ * . September, 

went, or in ſpring 1759, that Richardwas in- 'F 
troduced to me, I had been in London be- o examination by the Recorder, | 
fore that, for I was obliged to attend a foli- 
citation, for I had met with ſome obſtruction 8 Under whom as you live now? 
in procuring my patent. I was in 2755 anjd Not under any body, 

1757 in London, I never lodged. in any I ſpell my name, Neil; the 1 
other houſe in London but McAyoys, except ſigned the ſame way, I believe. I do not 
once at one Quinn's, bottle-groom to His know, where Iwas born: I was born in Ire- 
Majeſty, next door where McAvoy placed land. Lawrence Neil, I believe, was born 
me, till a gentleman left my lodgings. I be- in Ireland. He was a clergyman of the 
lieve; I went firſt in 1755, and that was the Church of England. He had been curate of 
year, I believe, I had my name entered in the St. Luke's. in Dublin: He was educated in 
Temple, but did not attend nnn the Trinity College. I believe, he had not any 


** 


terms till a conſiderable time after., - real or perſonal eſtate ; nothing more than 
Q. How- long ſince "= was in England what he had by the church. He was incas 
rasse wihih 4 , pable of officiatirig, befote I ſaw him, for he 


c Not ſince. * 1 e 1 ee re- * vaſtly affl icted with the gout. | 
colle&, when: I ſaw. her fiſt at McAvoy's, |; Q, Had: he any other e ne 
or at what different times; but I did fee her Luke? 5 
might have been the ſeveral times, I was in + Jak off fig. 70 
England. I knew, ſhe had a houſe in the . +. 10 dc, Dine Ks — 
ſamo ſtreet, and knew, ſhe was ſiſter of Mrs. Jo. Saler od monl . 05: 260d unto; 
Smyth, 1 paid Mc Avoy even for the time I wy Have you _ one Mr. Nei A 2 
| . at Quinn's, it was ſo ſhort a tim. man:; + 4 
I. do not recollect, that I ever heard 3 have. f ax him in 1752 in July or 
4 Altham mentioned to me by any perſon. Auguſ 
I had very little knowledge of the family, If Q. Where did you fee kink hes 2 
ſhe had aſked me by the name of lord Al-. Upon the rad between — and 
tham, I believe, it would | have; made an Naas. 
impreſſion 0 nm; | cannot fay with cer- Ka Do you. remember what 154 of the 
1 | Lila nok but Waits it1was' © Gucidey, 
> 180 . | Gang a bacauſs be cold me, he had come from read- 
ns a ing prayers and preaching a ſermon. that day 
hy did ho: the coma fats wh Neil in the neighbouring pariſh. church; and there- 
He is dead: He was an uncle of mine; he fore; I believe, it was the ſabbath day, 1 
died, I think, in 17560. I was at Wee lived at that time in the county of Carlos. 
_ ral... I did fee him write 5 I am well ar- I was returning aun Dublin, ene 
Auainted with his hand Writing, I think.“ took me on the road. 1 
Q. Did Lawrence Ni. youinkraBhion, | Qi Had you e sehne, ut al 1 abou 
and of. what kind? lod Dd ** nn 1 
I learned 5 | from > Kim, Gx months be- neee 1. 
e Hdd 4 7 Q. What r was W on" introduced Wis 
se fieſt aſked me my name ' 1 a fi, 
Th mien frm the ws i — that I came from Carlow : Then I aſkeil 
his, and he told me, Neil, He aſked me, 
580 Tack at pag name arg Neil, what news from thoſe countries, as he told 
ſubſcribed to that paper writing ? me, he was chaplain to lord Angleſey for- 
I do believe, it is his hand writing. U merly 
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in the counties of Car 
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2 Did be ſay, be 8 ns gol 7 bus 
do lord Angleſey's? een et 4 


told bim, 1 heard, lor® Angleſey was gong 


to be married; at which he ſaid; he was 


much ſurprized; to repeat a' ceremony that 
he had many years before performed himſelf, 
when he had married his lordſhip | to miſs Do- 
novan at Camolin- park. 
Mr. Neil was much eren that- wy 
Lord ſhould repeat a ceremony, and that he 


had with Mr. Neil upon the ſubje@&: - / 
Q. At any time after did you hear, lord 
Angleſey had been married to any . 
1 did; the winter following ; 3 
currently about the country. 
p Qs How ſoon after . converſion was 
. Ns 5 1 
„ aint ot fix alas & #1 0 "eo 
I have an eſtate in the county of Carlow; 
it dan oed anda Sig an in the 


1 


o examined Ty 2 Kay. 


'Q Do you recolle®, whether this 1 was in 
Auguft or July? 


It was one or the other: The OW . 


exceſſive hot, and I am apt to think, it was 
in Auguſt: The clergyman complained of a 
violent head ach _ the WN * the 


heat. MEWS 3 q 

Q. Who was it ic you the x news” of 
lord Angleſey's going to be married? 

I cannot tell ; but it was a common rep 1 
about the t of 

QQ. Had you ever heard dars that of Jord 
Angleſey, or that mils Denn was a 9 
miſtreſs of his? 16 

I never did. I dig Wan 7 a lady lived 


in the n with e pot: not io you of : 


+ | oy 


i what capacity 4 you! [ho the | 
lived in the houſe? . 4 


As a companion, I 1 Idid ndt 915 


. and Wexford, I 
A 


\ would i inquire ſoon into the cauſe of the ſe- + 
cond marriage. That is all the diſcourſe, I 1 


"how. I 


10 


much inquiry into it, becauſe I Was not ac- 


| quainted with the family. 4 Net id, 
by had been formerly chaplain. : : n en Arie! 


Did you underſtand, e lad! that 
time he had any acquaintance with. him ? 
I believe, he had been chaplain, when he 
had that diſcourſe with mme 
Q. Did he ſay of his being: kat to by 
lord Angleſey to go to his-houſe ? Wa; Ent 
He nn ee en 207-0 5 Wh i 
1191 it 2 ne ee een an 
e Gy . k Lal 24 n 09. 20% en een 
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to lord Valentia's family 


Fle did not, but ſaid, he would inquire bn 


| into the cauſe of the ſecond marriage. 


Q. Did'he go into the county of Wexford 
wi inquire into chi? 


I heard nothing of bis wolog; - 

2 Had be a ſervant with bim a wat crime 
. Had he a ow vn him? 1 5 
He had not. F ee een 
QQ. Had he a band 8 | 4 
J believe; he had; he ld we he had coins 


from. reading and preaching, 


Qi Is that all the reaſon; you hive! 0 
That is all the reaſon; I can rovolid@" 
Q Did you knowy he was a eee, 
: an he told you ſo? 


Ves; I could; by the dreſs be wore; T 


never had an acquaintance 3 never ſaw n 
before or ſince that da: 

Qt Did not you conſider it as a OY er- 
ande wo hog wa that ow” toll. 
bim? - 

I did not: 'T had no e e to o think hos! ' 

Q. How came you to tel! Mr. Neil of it ? 

"Becauſe he ſaid, he had been Ny mms 
and: -alked me the news of that country. 

1 . — of the el affairs at that 

QUT Die! not you ink it excraodnary, 
that an Engliſh earl and an Iriſh baron ſ 
marry a young woman, who was hy con 


Pee” PCT Get. 06/04 84: af: $4 © 
No; fuch things have: been done before 
Oe. . 


"Did you ever” han at that tan) WY 
lord Abele had children Wi 1 re 
re e 37 f 
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"Bb by th tiny Ecki! 

I was not "examined i in Biigland. | 

Q. When 75 1255 firſt mention this con- 
verlation? W ir 400% ib L 

| I believe, it was in the country, three or 
four days after I returned to my own family, 
and to' ſeveral in the country. I never did 
ſpeak of it to lord Angleſey's 7 for 1 
had then no acquai nta. 

Q.: When did you firſt communicate this 
anne 

Lately; about three weeks 18 by land 
accident at the aſſizes of Carlow a gentle- 
man of the county of Wexford told me, 


lord Valentia's __ was to come on on here, 


"PF Eur, — — — 7 


| F 8 7 
eee eee een ee 18. ee the 
k 1 N 5 1 > , : . 


Ane 0 


the--28th of April 3 king. 1 believe, I curſo- 
rily mentioned, the diſcourſe, I had with Mr. 
Neil. formerly: And this gentleman, I ſuppoſe, 
went from the afſizes of Carlow to the aflizes of 
; Wexford, and communicated the diſcourſe; 


that paſſed between us, to- lord Valentia' 8 
friends; and thereupon I had the honour of Yo 


receiving a letter from his lordſhip... 
Q. Where do you live ? ORs, 
In the county of Carlow on my ound 5 


named Rockſavage. 


Q. What ken dannn. ame. you | 


mentioned ? ſi 

Bowman; be FR, inthe county « of Wex- 
ford. , 1+ never: was, applied. to before that 
time to ive evidence i in this cauſem. 


A Was you ever aſked relative to this 


before? er e an 4 

It was I mentioned, it to Boden 1 but 
did mention it to, ſeveral of the county of 
Wexford, before that i chat 1 ſaw Bor- 


man. 


1 N 8 6 but I FM pot Know 
him. : F en tA 


„ 
„ 
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ney... K 8 12 : 1 


| bad any ſuits from 1741.to-14752f 7 
I was concerned for lord Angleſey as at- 


torney from, 1737 to the latter end pf 1740 


or beginning of 2741, and then he employed 
another attorney z I believe, Mr. Burroughs 
was concerned for him in 17 % los f 
b , . ſuits, at u in 
3 1. brit % % 40 
eee e 
1 mae wh re ee 1780 6r 
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Mes 


9 was 5 the —. 4 reputation of he MY 


and I often attended to 1 hear part. of them, 
There were ſeveral ſuits at the ſuit of dif- 


ferent, perſons. againſt lord Angleſey, nx. 5 
5 Cap 790 e any, of. whe. nn 


ther 
2 firſt plains was 5 * — 11 7. 
Q. Where Fate . what was the 
ſubject. of. it?; >, 
In the court "of, chancery in Indand to 
Gary into ſpecific. execution | 


1855 


| havnt... 7 wa was c one 12 lived 11 
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made between lord Angleſey and Chis Anz 


nelley. 
Q. Who fled the bill for that purpoſe i 


and. at what time? 


Charles Anneſley. & & 6 belive. chat was in 
17375 as well as 1 remember, 5 

Q What. became of that = 

Mr. Auneſley obtained a decree for an exe 


 cution of that agreement, | | 
Q. In what year was that decree obtaloed ? 


Jo the belt of my remembrance it, was in 
1740. 


N Was there any appeal, from that, and | 


what became of it? 


There Was 5 the decree . was affirmed. by 


the lords, in England! in about a year after, 1 


believe; 3,1 am not certain, 125 


Q. In conſequence of that decree dd pro- 


I eck.iſlue?..., __ . 
pr” believe, 1 A. a. fequeſlration againſt : 


lord Angleſey's eſtate. 


Q. Did that ſequeſtration Inte againſt the 


whole eſtate o or the part in Ireland ? 

I cannot fay 3 but believe, it was the whole 
frifh eſtate, _ 12 8 | 
Q, What was that „ 

„ the beſt of my memory 1 lord TY 


1 ſey was to have two thirds of the eſtate, 


and Charles Anneſley ons third, ; 


Did lord Angicky hle à bill cles to E 
| that 5 . + wat 
le ſet up a MY N and filed « 4 
- bill to eſtabliſh that ſecond. agreement. 

Q. Did lord Angleſey till the kn 
of the dectee ever ue that agreement i 


112 15" 


1737 1 n de ae 1 
'J . * he da = 05 


Q. Do Jeu know, b any account 
was decreed in chancery in Ireland, Wa of 
what was that account directed 


I believe, there was an acco count againſt lord |; 
Angleſey in fayour of harles Anneſley of 
the profits. received in the mean time fromm 


the time of filing the bill to the decree. 2s 


E £87. 
l ; * 


| Coundil. for the petitioner. Jobn objeft to Hit 
Hind of evidence, for th 
be u, . be produced. 


*. A it was . That 5 


c id 
not feet to give evidence if a decree, 
or to take a_ title under it, but only to 
dab this ; that lord Angleſey was in 
diſtreſs 7 2 bis law ſuits, which niit 


oſs; their nature diſtreſs, more than chm 


non low ſhits 3 * and ſuch 4 4 Varg. as 1 * 


t atte/ted copies of 


N . - 1 2 
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Ae; in the Sw 4 
- who was to * bin in 1325 honours, 
| Lord Angleſey being in 475 . was ale 
and they were rad to yo fo far as td 
_ aft in general, whether from bis knowledge 
the with believed, that thoſt fuits had a 
tenuench 10 create a N on Charter 
An 9 m. 18 


Fol . Were q 
lord Angleſey? 53 f 

1 believe, chere wa 
brought by James Anneſley, who claimed to 
en the heir of the late lord Altham, brother 
of the laſt lord Angleſey, 'T heard, that fome 


4 TEEN 
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of lord EA beannts did , to 


James. 

Q. Did thoſe ſuits, that 8 fay badet 
to 1750 or 1751, put lord Angleſey in the 

ower of any body, and of whom? 

I believe, they did in the power of Charles 
Annefle ee 

Q. Was there 15 public trial on that 
ejeQment i in 1740 ? 

There was in 1743, a6 well as 1 tee 
That trial laſted ſeveral days. ao 
"FE. Are you acquainted with tle, hand 
yriting of Ann Simplon? cee 
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55 "Dia you ever fee her write ? 
1 have 


4 
Pans 5 ) g n 75 —_— 


. Did you e a tertet dated the 22d of = 


January i744, from =o Angleſey to Ir. 


anns? —© yas 


I cannot fay, whether 1 did or no, for I do 


not remember the dates. 2 off 999 


"5 7.4 4% % 


id you prove 1 letter fro 
gleſey to Ianns? Ne 
. | . 1 did. 3 1 
G Look. 8 this "hip e. you ke 


Ny Wee 


Rer. 2 n . 


Ti is not 05 1 paper, i ü 0 _ 


e 


This r beth 12 1 *. the band W ee 
Aan Simpſon ; I do believe it is. William 


Vernon ſubſcribed to the paper, I velleve, i is 
| dead ; there Was A witneſs examined to it, 
Who! proved,” that he was dead, but no publi- li 


a AC was of thoſe depoitions. % 0 


c LIEN Mt e N by 0 


, of the wilt of lor4 Hl, 


417 , 


wad * 7 755 1759, ee 1% * t- 


; an eben ent wa 
write; he is dead. 
to be his hand writing: ” Johti Lanns w. 


te le 


unden pwo Uf 


dat opialbn or ere 


il for the farin fail; that 
might le by conſent, "and they could "not 
. 10 the "reading 'of it. A payer 
ori Ami wr 7 

e 


0 lan hes © N T4 
iy well e 


45 | 
I 0 ſee it here; Lum de 
with his hand writlag's 1 have ſeen hin 


1 do believe that nam 
dead at the time of che examination * the 


1 bow 3 1 a 
Lords. „„  INNSELSS. OPIN 


Q. Was you acquainted with the Hand 
writing of Walter Devereaix '? 


'T was very well { 1 haye ſeen him 
and had many letter from him, and do be- 
lieve that to be his hand writing, I believe, 


he was living at che time of the exatnina on 
by the Tords. +145) « E Nin 8 - * | Lf! 2004 


Q. When did he die ? e ambit 
Laſt year I believe, I am not acquainted 
with che tins unting 5 8 other OW to 


Lt 


that paper, 


Q. Do yo 2 v 
will of Jord Angleſey was 
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140 not temjemiber. ent me sd. 


Hi "46h; e En ge 4 
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C What eftate was lord An 


7 *. 1 191 


4 


edel 45 


W hems, nary Mo oa 
That 1 cannot tell ; "thine is matter of law, 
Q. Don't you believe, lord Angleſey '1 
„l articles to have iti effate for lite 
" F'eartnot determine, becitife it is 4 Mattel 
of 1 reateſt nicety, whether he had or not. 
on't y you believe, the court of chanet my 
Fs that 7 kink ET 
J cannot tell, whether: the chancery mio 


Was woe K fo" ment In | fit al: 
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There ate fome cliiifes in the articles, that 
contradift that tenancy for life ; there is a 


_ * clauſe > correfting that tenaney 'for 
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F 
1 Tm 

| he 


is to be tenant for life of thoſe two car? 
1 It is in the beginning of thoſe articles; 


Is a remaind ts te ft 20 vir 
0 other 
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other "Ig tail a, Thete was a {uit to 
| . 


2 
in conſequence. Me WISHES oy cin + 


Q. Did that A ee lord Anz 
RT Oe Anne 
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lately in the houſe, but not now. It is pe 
bove a twehyemonth. N fi | 1 

twelvemonth'did 1 ſee it. 


9 e eee 
1 cannot tal. * 10 4 h Mg * N WP Ig 


W What © of che. 


Q. Did vou give notice, at che time: F a 
bnd Wild 60 ondon, that you was able 
to prove the Hong writing o; Von wore 


1 


nach? e 0 

No; 1 cd wor tall a on; die ane; 
1 did not en w, there was occaſion”: If chere 
Was, I was not called on; if I. vt, 1 
would attend in London as well as he. I 


lord Valentia. 3 — am tetiant to lord Valentia'; 1 live W bis 


Axe not thoſe receipts 46 You 
poſſecßen now ? wo we 
They are not to my 228 1 
not believe, they are 5 for wy N 
got an allowance for hi 


. deſtroyed, or laid aſide, we could find none 
of them. I believe, they are all deſtroyed; 

; When did you laſt ſee any of 
receipts 7 MAS 1% 2 oth} ia Chg 80 A) 


1.27 


ther occaſion for ede they were „ ate what ee 8 0 


50 5 


any 2 
An ? 
He was houſe ſteward. gi 
Q. Have you 2 leaſe from lor Valentia 3 
My father nas. © * . 0 *y x 
.Q Have you any from him?” + ait a 


e = rr. 
i NID LY \ 4 0 * N Lad! by 1.4 I" ef 8 \ l q 
N 


ſs 1 my * on 222 or has dineſiy: 15 
leaſe is not from lord 1 | | 
2, Manes ylleſgn R911} 904 45: hp 25 rn happened-it;:youtlo: tot h a 
A i lu. Gul Deneve, the hand writing of your brother ? {th 
Tor n e auf? lock hol - von 1 _ -ith Þ neveriſay:it': He was!alvery. Vong lad ; 
Are you any and Oe cron ohe I left him at ſchool with the ſame maſter. 
Angleſey;21 dl i e een ea learned to write, before you 


Brother. ee We aa: 10 ra the army? 8.90 {3 963 wr wi ot 

Did you know Che Karangh 1 do-novrecollefs; vill tf tl 22 | 
I cd je is dead. een es lasg has ds ee 
I am acquainted with his hand . 1 a before you went into che amn? 0 \ 


often ſaw him write. * was houſe ſteward I believe, I left ſchool; before I vent into 
15 land Augleſey. ty Fa THO v8 1 7 7 6 [ | to the atmy, three or four years- 1 17 
E 913 ＋ n y w643-234G + ain 4 5 LOT ] © of N Q. Can't you recolleQ, - 9% "Wig your 


The certificate any the met. brother learned to write at all, N you 
Jn YET f 182 . e fo £3 went ? 294 6400 237%; 1 l 28 Y 2 : FLIES Ky 
* ta the name, Charles Ke in wy I cannot. Mn fer 
part of that paper ay 6.77 hl; 3.6 Q.: Did you ſee any copy book X his 7 
Aae ſer e. e YOu #2 we SE "gs WW I did not: He was not at ſchool, when L 
Q. Look at Wa e 4 * it was there, for he was a great deal younger, | 
welles Do you believe that is, the hahd than I was; I was his ſecond elder brother. "0 
writing of the Charles eee you nabe I cannot recollect exactly ʒ but there were i 
Apokdwf (2:5 end eee ng gents ona | fourteen ſons, and two daughters, and he 
I believe, it is his bond writing. * Was the e but eo crithrees I think, 
Q. Have 8 en en * wirige ow. a e S100 po neh wed lo bill. - 
name „„ ann na ci cranined on the part of Richard. A 
511 have. 15 ail . Un: 10544 LR ILY 7 % BOY M9 971113 Tt % 2 PA 7 
1541p W you has with mag rs At what time did you become 6 feſt 15 
ſhort time, or for a conſiderable length? Juainted 0. benen &. 
I was acquainted! with him ſot ſome years. [021200 , d Boot i | 
I was acquainted with Nixon Donovan: He Q. Did you ever : i him. write dee 
was a brother of mine. I was ee | e Bing ie den ke 
with his hand writing. eee T: ov 1 did t. 0 Ip 
Ho did that happen: 1 enn ane and write] ſwppole? 
I went into the army in 1733: Theft: "I Ca,, ien in 5 
- brother then going ta ſchool, to ſhe ſame De: you Rm the Are ace 
maſter I went to; and I think, about thir- ee 124 A een, * $ H 1 : 
teen years of en beſt, of my waged ner 95 8 41 11 a 2 
"ws LY SL EO ene bee een 1 Which of ts. es; 1 ''s 4 he write | | 
QO. What was: che ning maſter's name ? 0 the wofd Kavanagh ita i 
Thomas Taylor: Nw Fi ognitim - roy linger Ay sche wrote it . 1 | 
How long was! „e 725 before 1 5 been well acquainted with his hand |} 
Nr ſaw your brother; writing. IL have ſeens the certificate and his | 
I ſaw him in that ſame year a hand writing to it. 1 


From that time of ſeeing him again Q: Nowz which of theſe. two: particular 
hoy longs till you — en % letters did he uſe.; an 2, or * round u, 
I never ſaw him ſince. lind Bie Of ſharp v hr nee 474 7 5 8 Ys * 
Q. Did Charles — live: a ſhort A round u, Ithink. | | | 
{pen or for v confadeabls. length, with lord Q. Is it with the ſame Bs, ou auen put 
Angleſe ß: d. your own. name? 
I cannot tell a time he lived with him; No, it is not. 
but, I believe, he lived five, or ſix; or ſerven Q. Which do you mean (by the round « ? 
© years in my time Nixon Donovan, while I 5 n en 
Was in the army, did not Write to me: I did % wits deln aft "cog 
mot receive Me letter from FR: Donovan I mean, a v. that is the letter, he always 
At "ny time. een gt PAULI e in $03 uſed in WI iting his e am certain. 
| Wels a'y | | | | | | A * 


2 5 3% g Sato Ol oats pat es 39 Lee OE OT OE Ee ee al {undo hab 8 Herts 
, MED hte baba ae l aA Sts Yeo A bs Loot, of ab ** 
, * j AE. 1 1 4 "It" 
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4 ; j ene for lind ami. „ e \ — Tum | 3 15 


nls “ in of A eit BL 1651 
K At hat time did Nin Danovan Lock at the title Angleſey there, 
ie? r ne not Know. lord Angleſeyts 0 1 
, Is, 1 thinks is Noe. ting. I know lord Loftus's — 3 
ber pt. ant 068, d modal 38 mic 11 1 Hare ofton fren him weis: and bolleve; mis 
2. What was the ireputative; df our he name Loftus ſubſcribed is the hand weitang 
mil as to the time and place af his death? wy that lord Loftus; M 5 po a eg | 
He died in Dublin here. Icannet men- Q. Do you een Richard 
den be placey where be died; 1 have been a . e "on e end WG Ti 
good many years in the amy. I was Id very well. 100 mis F 
In the horſe” blues here in Ireland. I was © Q, Wha d 5e f fiſt for bim ) . 
in the battle of Fontenoy, not at Dettingen. I ü believe about the year 1755 60/4996 
I was in Ligoniens.-: I have been in this was the firſt time, I ever wy ee to the beſt 
eauntry, euer ſinee L left che amy rom 254, of my recalleg-tuu ns. 
till the laſt year that I was called over to What yas the ocean of dur ſeeing + 
r 8 ee d N him at that time? e left (1 21 18 
| ee, * 1 | At that time 1 had. 4 yur I had put $0. 
| 3x0 ee the „E. ih ſchool at Roſs, and it was by that means. 1 
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i . I put him to board at one Batts's. in Roſs. 
1 tefe us r bn! 1707: 1 - I believe, when my ſon went there| firſt, 
- with* lord Anglaſey eommenced in that very Richard Annefley was [not at that hauſe, but 
year. It continued till his death. wy own much about that time I ſaw "oY hs 
lived in the family all that dime. o —_— to beard ther. T6718 0h 
Q. Did you ever apprehend, tare was a in what light was he con dered, a 
ae ee your fiſter and lord lenny or illegitimate ? - ee 
Angleſey; and at 1 time did you begin TIalways underſtood him to be a an n lille 
-to apprebend? g  « gitimate ſany | never knewbim/in ROE 
I did esd, men. and begun to light 3 J have ſeen him very often 
apprehend it, ſoon after I came there 3 ſoon Q. Did bon cen ho n in Dublia a 
8 aker the year 1747. N BUY bf Ly” F "__ time $ Nn WHOA 109 (ow Þ * 
Q, Had you any particular reaſon for hat Very atlas; he has been addon! at my 
apprehenſion ? houſe as a ſchool fellqw of my ſon's, ': 7 
1 had in my own mind 10885 405 rehpe Q. ben he p c ape e dub- 
paid b his lordſhip, and the eee ſhe vl $073 tt £40 ht {TRIO Þ. 
had: 1 had-great reaſon to think it. 11 8 . W ak . 
Q, Did you really believe about that Ute inſtance, that he was in diſtreſo here. 
time, that your ſiſter was then movies to I believe, it was ſometime in 19 59,” he had 
Jord Anglefey,” or not made an elopement from Roſs, where ke 
I had theſe reaſons, 1 Py 1 oy ie | boarded; and was ſome | months, I believe, 
was ſo; * Loy TRE? to pgs _w_" was miſſing, I can't ſay direcuy das _ of 
"knarried. we en an + co to aw voa/M time, but it was for ſothe time. 
eit Ban dun Valintia, 2. Did he apply to any — wen? 
erte OCT I do not know, that he applied to any 
we vill next pied the will of loud 1 W ; but I aceidentally found him out 
ch 50 Sleſey, and call Mr. T homes mo, here, and brought him to my houſe. I think, 
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. the circumſtance Was this: There was a 
| Angleſey and lod Le., b f\ young man, ho had been bis ſchool fellow, 
«1% ui WA HOT e dne Euſtzce, who came! to my houſe; and 


This 1 was dee , oa | that told me, Dick Anneſley had been with him 
tuo ſubſcribing witneſſes" ts the will that day, and he ſeemed 26! be in great jo 
40 aver abuts end nd account tuen, why at finding him, and faid, he had appointed 
they, are not F produced, . him to come next day, and mentioned the 

l W i er of "44 JM N / hour, and: I begged, he would detain him, 

ax wn This matter was aper. "8 Witneſs when he came, if I was not punctually at 
d ib wil produced. © 1 tte time. The young man way 21 ee 
Pay Wl * fa | demy 


ve "Tt am to [ 


«A #9 


in Willian-firpct and i Fa, as near 
5 As 1 could ; 1 and e on ſeeing me, 
but 1 called to bim, 


went up to him, and 
ne home to my houſe. 
Did you apply to any hour, 1 big fa- 


ould have gone off ; 
he ſto pped,. 1 5 


* Why 7 ] aſked bim the 1 of ts; going 


| gleley, almoſt as ſoon 4s. the poſt 


houſe, and expre: 


away, ns he told me, that he had taken 
gut a, favourite gun, and it had fallen into 
the ke as and he was afraid of lord Angleſey” $ 
haſty temper, and therefore he ran away; 

A di it was agreed between him and me, that 
I ſhould write to lady Angleſey in his behalf, 
and to have peace made for him, I did ac- 
cordingly write 3 letter to lady Angleſey : I 
think, it was he himſelf that ſeemed to think, 
it was rather better to write to my, lady than 
my lord, as he was of an haft 127 
and tberefore ſeemed to expect, that if he 


could haue any ſucceſs, it would "be throu 


her jofluence, I endeavoured to paint the 
diſtreſs of the young gentlemen in the beſt | 
' manner, I could, and endeayoured to per- 
ſuade lady, An 
him with lord Angleſey, who was -2 
' deal. out. of 'temper. with, him, 125 what de 
; had gone. 1 got an anſwer, from Pu An- 
cowl bring 
It, in a very Mort time, which was to this 
effect; That ſhe thought, | had done a very 
good act in bringing 9 4 lad home to y 
559 chanks for it 1 ang that 


Jord Angleſey was very much diſpleaſed with 


bim, but that ſhe would uſe ber beſt endea- 
vours. to make peace for him; and "deſired 


. me. to ſend him to Roſs; as ſoon a5 conyeni- 


[3 


repaid for this. 2 
. whether he told me, it Was by the order of 


and conc 


. ently 3 and part af the letter was, I 
_ thigk, that if N were wanting 
for him, that 1 mould provide him; and I 


did ſo 40. the amovntof ſeven ot eight pounds. 
or thereadouts, 1 cannot be poſitiye as to tbe 


Xt far 40 the Rad Qak, apd "ak to. My. 
att was 
y Mr, Batt. 


my lord or lady, but it was by the order of 


one of them; he tald me ſo, and paid me. 


Was that letter rote by a perſon. well 
_ diſpoſed, to ſerys him, or nat ? 
Very much as diſpaſed to eres him; it. 
was a very polite letter, expreſſing thanks, 
cern far. what he had gone through; 


as | had mentioned, that he had mn 
great deal from the * of time. 


bt 


f # 
"Wk bo 4 
* * E A PF, "of 
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E before 1752 or not to lord e t 


eſey to make ſome. peace for 


; with Richard Anneſley 7 


cannot ſays .. 


v4 175 51 
# l W *. * 4 
— * 


Q Did you, yon Is N rd I 
the preſent noble cart? 2. 2 


A did. 


„ Have you ay alli to "NY a bat ief, 
ether the preſent! lady Angleſey 1 was mar- 


"4s jection 10 the ; queſtion was 5 0 
N Hive you any e 5 ; oy 


"vo 19 

The only thing, [can bring to my remem- 
bree to form a belief, was ſome conver- 
ſation With lord 1 It was ſome, time 
after the general election, and I was men- 
tioning to lord Loftus my mee fore at 
Camolin at the e, 


hi converſation "with another was | 
Jeted to, and the abiection overed, 

It is exceedingly difficult for me to form 
a belief about it one way qr other 1. bw the 
only Teglon, I have to orm A beljef, is a 
_ converſatiqn, with lard | ſtus, which was 
this : I was mentiqning to him about the fa- 
_ mily, and he mentioned 1 circumſtance, 
that there was no, fami had treated him 
wWorſe than they, b becauſe t ey had given, their 
intereſt in the county- ainft him, or his 
friend, but that he Eva do them any 
prejudice but that he would do them juſſt- 
tice, as Jord Angleſey, did. tel] him te | 
17 2, that he was married to lady Angleſey. 
This was ſome. time alter the death of lord 
Augleſey, and ſome time after the geperal 


eleckion, for they had [ given their d to 


. in the county. _ 
as that before or after the ret ir 
of 1 Angleſey's will? . 

I cannot fay, for 1 nat any "ing! of 
the regiſtry, of his will. 

"T3 How ſoon had. you 20 r 


712 


I believe about 17 or 17 6; 'P 
it was Not until . | all | 15 
. When, had You this converſatiqn y with 

frus F: 

It was ſometime. alter the geath we. lord 
Angleſey, and after - 'the general eleQion 
- which was in 1761 ; ; lord Loftug told me, be 
Was goming to Dublin fram Loftus-hall, 1 1 
that he called at Camolin 40 ſee lord Angle- 
fey, with whom he was in friendſhip. "Lord 
Loftus. told me, that conyerſation paſſed. 'be- 
tween, him and 1 Heß before "the e- 
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5 kg 
that 
F . with lord Lon did lord Ar- 
gleſey ay, at What time he. was married f a 


vt At the time lord An gleſey bag 


17527 
I do not a that he told me at what 
period it was, but that lord Angleſey told 
lord Loftus, there was ſome family cauſe, 
Which prevented him from making it Known, | 


| de fort witneſs, the rev Fame; Ediins, 


He conſtantiy did a as cler, and though 


. e >. 
+ — — Donn — II: 
—— 5 — r 
Cn Ser tp tine > oe n 


not think I had a clerk officiated better, ag 
Q. Did you 1 read 7 for lord e 
on the day of his death) : 

. I did twice at leaſt, if not thiee . ; 
but 1 remember twice, for I was called the 
ſecond time by his own deſire; 1 wondered, 1 
"Thould be called To ſoon to him Again, after 
1 read prayers b before; "which makes me. very 
"Tow, I read” prayers twice for him. 3 

Did lord "Aogleley at any time make 

457 e to you, Whether the preſent 
| lord, was his legitimate ſon or not? 
He did, a few days after the 17th' of Sep. 
1750, as diy a total ranger to bim be- 

7555 he thought proper, one day when I 

"was, alone with Kim, "and lady "Angleſey 

| wept out, he aſked ine, whater Thad taken 
notice of that lady, that went gut of the 

room Tſaid, 1. did; and be ſaid,” that Tady * 
is Tits” counteſs of Angleſey, and ; is my 
\ Jawful wife, and no other ; and your Maar 

"wy Lon Arthur lord Annelley, and his Alen, 
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” have been forty years in the church, I, do , 


— 


228 9 


R and 


lady Ricka 27 Ys 


lach . 


3 are my oy and awful 1 iſſue 3 that | 


my true and lawful wife, ©" Fi 

.Q. Did lord "Angleſey ſpeak of bis this 
dren, and lady in the fame manner, or ina | any 
_ differ nt manner during his illneſs ? 

. Always conſiſtently the, ſame ; and Whe 
* me reaſon to doubt the truth of it to his 
dying day. ; | 1 FP 0 RO bg . * hide" 

Q How did 5 f he” getictally behave' to Kis 
lad and fon? | 


As "every huſband and father generally 


Tg! land and % 


k 


| does, with all decenc) and ro tiet . 
1 Wes you acquinted with Richie late 1 wy 15 oeh a 1 Ter N * 
rar] of Angleſey? | WK e e 
1 yy Sas - eee e eh examine aj 70. Ay fey "i 
1 Q. Was you ever chaplain to him 8 ate Wà 
it i . I Was appointed bis n the ak of | Did not you endet 16rd An det 
= Sep. 1760. e 28 A very pious and religious man?; 
Wa Q. Are you Well acquainted with, the Tam no judge of the intentions of other 
1 | . preſent 1 lord Walentin? people; he appeared to me ſo by his out- 
18 * Very well. 1 was tutor to bim, e- Hard wok” for he attended the Teryice, 
41 i ed in Sep. 1760 his tutor by his father; I and had it very putitual ; he behaved, as if he 
1 | | , continued chaplain to lord Angleſey f from that was; I chitirably believe, he Was pious, for 
1 time, Sep. 1760, until he died, 1 have the charity to think, that an) IF 
08: | Had lord Angleſey divine ſervice often that ſeems to be in devotion, is really 
i} | ; { 2 in his houſe? „ cannot Judge, whether people are Coos, 
11 Every Sunday morning be had full 1 Q. Had y pfotection from ord 
i 1 in his houſe at the park during his health ; An gleley from u bel 3 
1.17188 „ in his ſicknels often, ſent for me. to N "Yes; ; here is a di. iptorna In my bend ap- 
5 "for bin. pointing me chaplain; I dic mean that as a 
j Ut | 1 2 8. Did lord Angleſey : aſſiſt in thoſe pray protection from debt, 1 had the Protection 
I | ers, or not? to be ſure, that 4 nobleman had ee) in 


me, who 8 was. 4 " 1 


Had not 
"the houſe? | 


A very few bree or PO toys, "or * 


ek? 'T had been à very few days in the 
"houſe, when he made that declaration, I Was a 
Ph ſtranger in the family before. oy wk 


ic you ever ſee her befote "that 
Gy? 


* 3715 * Er 8 75 Kalt '$ ; WS; M9, J 0 145 14 1 


1 believe, 1 did two or three days eddie, 


That" dinie conftantly WII ch them before. 
Q. Did not the we 33 
1ad0 Anz g leſey detere chat 15 * 
i 1 To did. ee een 


| + ii it, 


e 


ibis Fi Ks 


Ae) at that rline f 1 
— OT RANT 


* $ K 
8 q : | 1 * 42 Ws 8 
* " $ SIE : £ ; 1 * 9 5 ; : # 3 l 
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2 . 


call her 


Had you any doubt 15 a, | the was / 


9 


you been pos 1 ws in 5 


DA « Had lord Arigleſey any doubt of ie?” N 
I believe not; Weide my  declated to me; 


k is bis YN Metal Wife: ala 
. Did you aſk 1 whether e was bis 
5 1 mich e B. 1 2 

Wi WO OY 
Feit & BE ge vi 1 


* 
4 


88 Did any of the comjiithy t B58 51 


Nobody, in company but vurſeies ſhe 


went out Sie em 
Q. Was lord Angleſey oor oy ſober? 
He was ſober. eee OY 


Q. Did any body aſk 9% whether his 


children were legitimate or bot) 
Ne. There was nobody to afk Kim 0 


myſelf, and T "id not alk him ny ching 


F. e ee ee 
" _ If Wen Aube t b 
dined with ber, and that ſhe' was called lady 
* gleſey by all the family, then how can you 
achat for it, that he ſfould go to tell you 
that in chit manner? Was he ſulpected of 
having any other wife at that time? 
1 knew. aothibg” of om pe * | * Septem- 
ber, oO 3 7 Aer 


2 
_ 4 


off: * 


Wi th ire. any previous Gerten 
between yo hot gave occaſion to bis A2 
Ing that Voffe ande 


” Q Did po ee . that © lady Mugler 
going out of the room'? © 
1 ſaid, I did, and he never gave me any 
occaſion to doubt the truth of whats he ſaid, 
from that day to his dying. l 
Q. Did not he 50 . Jord 42 to 
J befdre as bis fon?” 00 
Ves; he called him lord Anneſley, | and 
bi pie to take Gare of kim i ths bl, and 
inſtrüc Kim. 1, 08 mid 0979 row. ; ieh 
| Then t Wetalion had he to tell 
30 ebe fecond time, that he was' His awful 
. e _—_ 
I can't tell, what de 26ſt be had. 
Was you in any family before, Me 
a man introduced his wife, that ſat at 
the head of bis idle, "as His lawful wife, and 
Bo other 3 e oy enn e IOW 
NO. (17379 els TU to Jae? oft Hearn. Pg i'S 
Q. Was not you much ſurprized at it:? 
Nd, not at al ſarprized _=_ he ſhould' tell 
me ſo. anno By 20m 
g . Would it not appear a little Gdd, ii 
an gentleman of Jour acquainitance; where 


you dined,” ſhould" tel Fon the ſame? 0 


No, becauſe, there wy very odd ſort of 


people. oer TH e 19 —. 0 
n you know Davis, an 'apthtaty 
in 22 town? 1 51% J 


1 8 


„ 89 


at Jod ed : 


30 U eit W fact el, 


N. Did "YR not ene We 
material to ſay; that eee turn but in fa bur 
Wy Simpſons? „ae & ein ani 
No, quite the conti 0 E dig I. do not 
knw! it noa any thing that could be ef 


ſer vice to them. 


Lord Angleſey defired- one Percival, Wil- 
liam, I thiok, in the county of Wexford, 
who kney ine as 4 tenant to part of my wife s 
jditture, and Hing my ehbradter, he ſeint 
for me, a total I *. n 
applichtian ef mine: 

Q. Is that he, that was indicted for” perjury 
At Wexford. bro: 1s n bib mag! wo) 

The very ſame, I 45 nde Wah ne 
he recommended me of nb. Lord Angleſey 
got him to write a letter to my 
Dublin, td tell me that be- would be very 
glad, that I would become tutor to hig ſoti; | 


I did rs ga he was convicted of per 


Doe ded; offs fer 6 


1 


jur 20 
8.1 Hane EN any living in the church?ꝰ 


Ves; 1 have Drumconden, pariſh dete 


abends ind a 
rep b | 
. ano +4 BY rn 35 1 
o examine, k. — © 
N42 5 


137 vt 28 it 80 9 Tt Ys TY £5 io 


--Q Was you examine'defore the Lords ? 


I was. " 44} . 237 


* Did you — ed ceſtimony 


ther as ut preſent P: ih a e 


[ delivered a great partof:it'; ber a great 
many. "things! are afked me here, chat were 
neren N ignii bollnd einne in le 

Q. Was not eie of':your: evidence 
0 as to cee lord Angleſey 
the ſame? Ge rsd ay Kerb 

0 che beſt of my knowledge. was. 

Q Did you receive any protection d 
40 Valentia on that becaſion — 
Triſh creditors ? ' I 
I ærecelvrd, being his chaplain, as! well as 
FJ! was chaplain to his father. D i A #47 94 


Qi. Did not you receive a particular writ- 
ten protection . neee that 


time $2850 eie { 62 inen DA n chat 31152 i 
vid 115 dba bare abe inſtrument; in my 
Sept 51 0953 borteg 1605 n 181611453 
Q. Look at oy date of it e Y ©60: kde 

The bintk of June 1 % ͥ 
Is ra eib non RO 
Had: % Shun er and id mi 
It is the only r 1113 4 " 

Ast » Ti boils fy : (DE! 


KJ: : 
"31s 0 fl 15 1773 k 17 21 2 (ane 1 1 cb 


law agent in 


0 
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only an appointinent. 84 chaplain ? | 
Its ge ther ;proteRign' bribe an en 
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Q I Is that a protekuon for your perſops or 
10 4 


ing me a chaplain, I do not kngwe hut there 
is another - certificate. of the appointment ; 

wit is ; it is dhe ſams date as een 
man} 07 47 4; 

| Brenna . ande. "CORY 

wy 20 Finnen 20 

2 Sls JOU aN een form Ty 
Voleata, Ggned on e vu 998 - 


als 1 
Ani 1 0 1 


 Lgped Anglelpy and; Veen? 


No; it was in lord Linlzou's park lad 

Val ia gave me: that. n 160 ot .! 
How long did "ou atten lon. Angle 

fey in big Mneſs? : - | 
I came to him September 1760s and . 
tended him, *4ll be died in February follow- 
ing · I conſtantly afficiated as clergyman in 
the. houſe: during that dine, encrpt a M606 
time I went ta Dublin. 

Q. Was it the behaviour of a man, that 
ane nde very deglining tate f 
His behaviour, when ſick, was very peni- 
r with great remorſe. I never attend- 
ed any ſick man, that was more penitent, He 
did apprehend, that he was very near his end; 
and be told me, a week befare he died, that he 
was very ſure, he was dying, and that he felt 


ſomething within him, and prayed ey” 


5 Your 


Was he ſo in general; for any ugier 


ale time before he ae n mal 


"wy of his mind ? 6 bs 

He had Shay LE every Jannday, and 
all his ſervants called by ringing a bell every 
Sunday morning: He was wall till Novem- 
ber 3 fell lick ſome time in November, and 
died the February following: he kept his 
chamber in Petember.z3.: I know, it was in 
November or December. They attributed 


his illneſs to a cold, he got Ry his. 


1 
Q. Did he ever drop any We de bis 
ding in that declining ſtate, as if What he 


__hadſaidibeforenmasnotiruet; :- 11 i! 
Nover z the: did to my thinking n | 


in the ſame mind conſtantly to his death. 


i Did:herfpeak>to lady Anglaky-and bis 
children after that period, mae he thought he 
was dying ? . 1% io si 3 3s Jon] 0. 
Ves; they wean in bis chamber; 
his lad and daugkter Jyliana ſlept conſtantly 
in his chamber, as nurſe tenders. He / ſpoke 


to them during his anf, aW HN kind; 
he called her lady; he called her the ſame 


wrayin his fickneſs, as he did in his health, 1 


-) 


i that letter, Lyelieve, he, was an as 


| = or thereabout ; and afterw ards in 


never had Gchrtlztian afterwards much + to 
that declaration ; he never did fay any "thing 
relative to that ae ſter warde Itopk 


it tor granted, . 
Bid you uſe + your appointment F 
chaplain as a protection ? 


Not the late lord; * — 
fy PL Inn n Feen 
Ee Ind 10 2 


. 
4 


2 How you any eſtate " we 5 ; . 
9 To eee or 
1 canngt tell; I ſet par "of ix the oth N Yz 

ad iris increaſed ele, delſeve, it is 1641. 

a year z and I ſhall be intitled to 100 l. 2 year 

more, when my father's debts are paid: when 

the incumbrances are paid, it, will be 2641, . 

; This 1228 that was convicted of per- 

ury, is, 2 2 man of a landed een 

the county of Wexford. I believe, he was a 

ſort of agent to lord Angleſey, when be wrote 


. . | 
Monck ; I have heard fo pro 
When did ee, that aanrittio fo 
perjury was 2. | 
I cannot fell; it was but the other day; a 
year or two ago; but my appointment is in 
September 1760, He was magiſtrare of the 
county of . * os * W wrap yy 
Nui p. 


7 : $. 4 x 


I 


44 LS ben e . 
be you know the Iu ea of Angle 


1 405 iner him. a loog time befare his 
death ; I went with him to England in July 
an to London, I trayelled with him. 

Did he and you un ame hou 
in London ? 
Yes ; while he was there. e 3 
Q. Had you one houſe only, or did you | 
change your lodgings? 7? 

J firſt lodged in St. J. mes's-itoer for, = 


4 #4 * 
« 98. | 


Cork-ſtreet; the back of we (dens; $ . 
we often dined. together. 
How long did lord Angleſey tay. chat 


time in London ? 


: Inhink, he and I arrived. the nctb f July in 


Londons and left it the 19th of Auguſt; left 


e and acdc Ll NO: 85 
er. 15 5 4 
Q. When you wits 1 0 TG in 17 74h 


did you hear en poke 
mant there ? Ves 


No; 1 did not hear of Richard Anneſley 
till about 2 or 3 days, or « week, or there 


about, before I left anten; and OI 


know his name. | 


N Did you hear of oy el of tond Aa: 


E 5 
14335 ps 
"Ne wes As of dith ben b 
| T heard of him from one John Stuart, and 

one John Williams that kept the white horſe 
in Piccadilly, where I uſed to be frequently 
with lord Angleſey 3 but for® Angleſey was 
not then there; and they told me, IThould 


have a little maſter going back with me; 4 


ee en 
don. 


* Di 2 mention the naine- of that | 
wound. | Kan? | 95 
„ What was Ne | 
As one Salkeld ; and told — 
MiNbill, that ſhe lived there; it was a matter; 


I did not take barer notice of acht 


time. 

Q. Did they call her lady agen or 
Mr. Salkeld? 

Oh! Bann Lnever heard of oxi An- 
5 'Q Di you . this dd afierwarthc 

I did, on the road on my'return . 
and; the child did not fer out ien eee 
I 

Q. Where was it, you ee 

I chink, it was ſome where about ewport 
Pn 1 did Ee 
ſtages; and I do not remember to have ſeen 
the child till about that place; I put it downy 
where we met him; we travelled in a four 
wheeled carriage, which lord Angleſey drove, 
and it broke twice in the road, and it was 
Jeft to be mended; and each of thoſe times [ 
went in a' cbach with lord Angleſey good 
patt of the way; and it was then; I went with 
this child, and a maid that was attending it. 
Q, What was this child called? 
He was called Nothing to mas. nor r named 
wa: 

Q Did ou ever bear him Sales Al. 
tham ot . 
132 | 


. Did lord Angleſey inroduce him to 


you ? 
He did not; nor mention dith to wer 
1 Was rh child conſidered at N 


in Auguſt 1746 as 4 e legitimate © or a natural 
child? | f 


"Nt; e 


{ 95 


ep 2 Httle journal of che 


) | | 


From the infotmation I got debe I ap- 


pretended, he was a natural. Fanden | 


have been if not by. Jady: Nagl and L 
heard no ſuch name while in Englaud. 


. Did he ever mention, he Hud a wie in 
DRE" RVs 35% 4 0 N NN wal ONES. 4 # 
Never. Q 69178977 nud wid 16 da 12 fil 
. Ew wore We to lord 


25 4 rn ee ain bass nd 


Not to my 8 nor did 1 2 


it. I nover heard, that anybody in Tnglknd 
clainiel''g marriage wien my dend; ne bet 


N a ſyllable about it. wenn 
Du von er hedr of a am 

erer dad whit DT E: $091 ar 
I never did. 19 Bo ne ie un 


ap Dis you cues tear of 4 French "officer 
of the name of. wth £1179 1 6/1 PARTIR an 
"AY have. 2267 nid roy 17504 EF . 
Was be « perſon act uaint- with tord 
Aaghofops: Hort 501-1808 ow ond 
I do not know, I proteſt. 1 'undertoods hk 
child: was Ty 1 had not the leaſt 


doudt of it. A * b 1 {M4645} en. 41 


N aue for Richrs PTY 
'Q Dia you go with 105d. An; 
England by his invitation? 93 riſes: 
I did; and as a companion; ' 5 
0865 Whar pon was you of hon? 1— 


3 I — a 
The ſame as I am now. 13403 
* 7 , 


1 What is that * Aer git 4x 


8 1 yy Fo 885 6 8 7 
10 teach to dance: in 


Q. You kept pretty: bei dA 
840 in England? N10 21 
Moſtiy 3 dined abroad ref at ta- 


verns, and often at home. 


as Did you ve. him date in you 
art at that time 
Noz he was à little gouty. It was not ts 
give him neusten in wy: wn r was'to 
will A nt 
Q. Was it bali eee rage 
I cannot ſay that; 1 had an wales in 
the family, and he Had an affsction towards 
me; and h ãnvited me to F e Teeny 
ſee London, as 1 had never ſeen it before! 
Was it to fee che rebel eee Wis i 


that View, you went: 


e e er ee 
* Did not lotd 1 the tri 
of thoſe lords as a peer of Great Britain? 


1 am ſure, he did for Tttehdel hin to 


that trial, and * a tobe. aA 
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0. But As 
that as a ſecret, that is talked of by many, in 


? " 


2. Was yoda opinion. vie gene 
F*** nn e _ 2 u. e e oof 
= SET Seien codes Oy "Hi el 

* Nene e tis ad ICS 6 

I cannot ſay rah 1 K En was ſome report 
in Ireland of his being married privately to 


another, the preſent lady Angleſey: others 


believed that! he was not; A . and ſome 
did not; | 
Q. Don't t oats oh, that 8 chat 


he was then . to an es pre. Se- 


neral? en ah ba; 
2 4. 2.4 Ss 


Not very general $; it was | kept — * 1 


was frequently in the family. Some people 
that were connected with the family, and had 
an intimacy in the family, did n they 
were married; others did not. 

. Don't you believe, this repare; was 


owing to hints dropped from lord Angleſey ? 
I do not know, what the OY: took its riſe 


& 5 10 11 1 1 


211 Q. Was it mantloned N bun monde 33 


It was mentioned by many; by mote than ; 


2 or 3. 
Q. Mention ſore now alive? 

I cannot recollect their names fo ike; 

chat are alive.'../ / | 4 
Q. Name them, 41 — Nn | 
A man may hear, reports from Patong = 


yet in a ſeries of Fend. ee cannot re- 


FT TEND «ye. 1 


SJ» 


collect it. | 1116 
Was it ſo ks 8 as not 0 be 


talked of by many? int e 


It was talked cf by g, or * 61 heard 
it often. | 


1 . 


to W Gin. 505 you (conſider 


the family Ir URLS in pls 1 W e At A, 
It might be keok a ſecret. on a 
ats not being fit, to be told perhaps; there 
may be a reaſon, which Ido not x onal why: 2 
ſhould be kept a ſecret i in that manner; 
might be kept a ſecret, though it was. known 
and menticned. bil 1 c en ans b. 
4 Q. Might there not be ſeveral, of the 


ame of Gold in England, that you, did nat 


knopf hd 1H 069% ee bad 1 © he 

There hon Lam a Roman catholic ; ; 
bans might be twenty clergymen of that name, 
for ought I knowz.,and might be acquajatan- 
ces: of lord Angleſey: 8 BER, my Know- 


WY 


ledge, 8811 17 4) 70 T ol San; *3 
»: Qs Have you|heard of the clam of James 
Anneſleyß ? bann red Wil bare OT 1 2601 
„ Ihave. | 


Q. Do not you believe, that this claim lub 
Liſted at the time of this ſecret _——_ be- 


1 t 9 . 


in, London? 


1 


ing ralked of by Per 1 * 30 b. 
lieye, that claim was not ſubſidedꝰ "ods 
No; it was not fubſided ; after 5 trial at 
Wexford they gave it over. That claim might 
have ſubſiſted in law without my knowledge, 
I underſtood, all thoughts of that claim were 
over; before I went to London with my Ind, 
in ane year 1746, Lapprehended it over. 
Q. Did; 3085 vilit lord Angleſey 8 relations 


ug 1 212. i 0 1 7 yp 1 112 


No; I. never y 7 any, has wry of 


his 3 except 3 nephew, of his who came over 


with lord Angleſey to Ireland; but he «was 


not ſo much on the road in * company, be- 


cauſe I was with lord Ang A 3 his name 
wa Grea.: i noi yd, Lf) 


+ I WA 


Croft examined on the part 1 Jon ben. 


4 17 2 

I was well acquainted ich this l * 
dig hear of. Francis Anneſtey of e N 

Q. Was not he conſidered in the family as 
;nticled to the Iriſh ans, if ou Ang 
died without illue male 5! 11 

Indeed, I believe, he was D n 
ed ſo in the family, as being the next in blood. 
Lord Angleſey did conſider him ſo; he was 
conſtantly with him, and he had a particular 
regard for him, i & mt. t0% 4. 
Q. Did; Francis Anneſley die without iſ 
n lens 

He did. 145 PF 

2. a not. the babe of 6 © wth as pre- 
fond petitioner, conſidered. as his, next heir? 
He was; I did not know Ke: name. 1 the | 
Fuse e 

Q. Did not lord Angleſey bimtelf few) the 
wha family conſider, that after Francis' s 
death the clergyman Richard, father of the 
petitioner, was conſidered. as, intitled to his 


e lord Angleſey bad. no lawful x 


48 was pere! y conkgered o. 42 
vx bo 7141 119 140 ts 


baun ir lod 4 1 


en en e ; 
_ Did you ever 1 85 Green fay. any 


thing about this child by Ann Salkeld ? \ 
He never mentioned the name of Ann $al- 


keld, but called him a fon of lord Angleſey s, 


by a woman that he had there. Lord An- 
gleſey brought Green with him from London, 
and he lived with him, till he died. I think, 
it was he, that mentioned particularly Mill- 
hill; but Ido not know, whether it was Stuart 
and Williams, or no. Green died at Ca- 
molin. 


2. Had 


— 


| pa l ene n. 3 


Qu Had, your. fat r 


Af My. A ay 247% . W * | 
i a. 1 22 eng 1 A 
fer brother. of. OT 


ver got any 


atuity for Ir. 


shi ;lerd, Angleſey, promiſe; te make *" 


you any, compenſation 2 . 11 no end md 
2115 He neyer did promiſes and Nee 


N „ ems hol 1001919 of to 1 


? n 
Ce ume for Richard Anneſley.,, 

— 71 tsY 7 & Was yin id e 17 
4 1 3 at the 83 lH "bis 
| making. this A OM 
heir tp Tard Agglef Dy oof. Siggi 

ie was this nephew. 3, but I vat know 


whether.he was ein ta him, 3 20 a 


Wa not he the only ae, had by 


any f. ſi ter ? eifd On E221 I 20 24 B10 
ene tell. bib all ENI Sin ing 


4 8 Ko ex. 1 4 F * 
Ni * ms 26K wo [129 ed Lues off bo1ginob 


(68) 


er any conneQion-with 


t he 36 2" 


123 Fi | { ey he 
Y 50 mY 979 INTO pas 


2 


2 Whit 40 5 te br 0 


5 —.— ber N 


110 


Jl 98 2 a reen d 
OS, AG 


rennen 


1280 


15455 ay = Ola bins z yl "Ip 
| 0 Las 16 HWA 1D 


Examined by the I er Rabat 


LY end Crates Agel 


Ft Ae 1 . 


Lol 3 10 "thi ured 11 
70. a * 


I recelle&, lord Anglefey Had another of 


* vw g 


the name of | Green, hue "od al ba before 


a8 next in 123 to lord. N 
Ves, he was; but tie was dead at the 
time, they are ſpeaktay of, I never heard} 
that this Green was ſponſ6r tö Richard An- 
neſley. I do nat know, whether lord Angleſey 
was acquaimed wich any 7 other of that name, 


LOH W 
Arg 5 hrgtels) 


Mode oh 5 . þ * eil ten aff 
t 1001 ie 1 4 »w #4 Mts 4 * wht, CE 11 211 — Me 


bs AGE 1% 01 es 1555 M607 1697 Mn ju" 

| q Fovis, 
ae $171 03 ben $5115 177. ln 271 A 1 
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ng 1 11 6110 „ad 01 bn nenne nn 
»conyoſbs- ei gluon mag 19118 Won 27 
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1 12014 Brig! 1121120 | Kart 2 00 


A h on 


, en 1 * 


Ye ne of ihe 18. hs lg e a 


+ Me 145. t 
1 Ne 


6 24120, 


wal called ins a * 


Rh a 2 1 6 7 * 
At A kia 1 v{ 4 
Ad o bond M3 - 1 


a teens e 109 


7 ene: 1091210080 
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tas offered to be read, which by reaſon of 0 the right honoufable Richard. cath x of Ay- 
the ſpeciuleircurytances of thincaſe was ad= © gleſey acknowledged, he had intermartied 


mitted and read, as material in the conſi- with Juliana Danoyanz,counte(s of Angle- 


21 eee ce te imaiy given Hi fevefal * & ſey, on the fifteenti day of September one 


«6? Ne Nane o thaemnaw 6 07 


% tnammguuy & 10 5109 291 a no nistet 


— 6 Mie l chess gpu That Tr jdined-in ithe 


+/tigly! beſtatei uf matrimohy; the tight ho- 
8 earl:of: Angleſey. ta- 
e Hanw Dorovaq ſpinſter, accomlingito the 


„ rubrick of the church of Englandꝗ, and 
the form of common prayer ſet forth for 


$5 thouſand ſeven .hagdred, and forty ene; 


et and, at, the ame time the ſai ekt 
e Angleſey produced the, \cettiigate of f. he 
S 


SA 


" maxtiagę. in, Our: iP reſence.. T1 5? 5 15 
&« ſaid Richard carl of Angleſey declare 


was determined. 4g have the ſaid marriage 


c ceremony performed over again to prevent 


ley 1 conſidered ; 


{3 * ola 1k; ft QT LEEDS | 


ot fy FR, Whew 


838 ** * 


55 any future diſputes in his lordſhip's family, 


„ thatpurpoſe, 1 Wirteſs my hand and ſeal 4 An meſt'f the witneſſes, that were preſent 
_ & this1 * day of September 4%. 


„ Lau. Neil, 0 
Witneſs 

Cha-. Kavanagh, 

Nixon Donovan. 


be certificate 4 the marriage of 1752 read. 


« We the Username perſons were pre- 
« ſent this eighth day of October one thou- 


40 at the marriage, are ſince dead, and We ar- 


40 cordingly ſaw his lordſhip married over 


e“ again this preſent day above mentioned. 
60 Witneſs our bands,” 7 
| "TR Maſterſon, 

. Howard Kyane, 

Thos. Troy. 

J. Stringer. 
James Whyte. 
Walter Devereux; 
John Ianrs, 

A a Council 


Mary Troy. | 
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believe, Mr. Richard Anneſley did threaten to 3 denn it did; the houſes demiſed by 

file a bill, and told me, he would, to put a this leaſe ate part of the Angleſey eſtate in 
| op to the cutting woods, which I told Mr. he poſſeſſion of Richard, late earl of Angle- | 
Richard Anneſley frequently, I apprehended, ſey, in the town of Newroſs; the preſent 3 
he had no right to do, as lord Valentia was lord Valentia received the rents of it. 
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Fei ah called. 
Stepford Fielding. - | 


Q Are you in 22 4 and what ation in 
the revenue? 

I ehe of the coaſt, 

Q. Are you related to = noble perfol i in 
© the county of Wexford ? 

To lord Courtown. The law lord was 
my couſingerman. I knew lord Angleſey. « 

Q: At what time did 0 0 go 0 
| commence? 

I believe about was or 17443/ I can⸗ 
not ſay exactly, it might be more or leſs, 

Q. Did you at that time n. w_ on 
ſent lady Angleſey FT. * 

I did not at that time. 
Q. How ſoon after? r | 
--l believe about 17 56, I cannot 2 er 
aAtly: 
Q. Was me reputed to live in any and 
what manner with lord Angleſey ? 5115 
I cannot tell; I did not trouble my mind ; 
1 was not in the way to know any thing 
about them; I did not mind their affairs in 
any ſhape, nor any thing that was told about 
them; I always abſconded and went away; 
when I heard their names mentioned! 
Q. in what ſhape did ſhe TOY. with lord 
Angleſey i in 1743 or 1744 ? Sn 2 
I heard, that lord — 9 bad 1 ber 
Mrs. Simpſon, and had taken Mrs. Donovan 
into keeping ; but I do not know in What 
year 3 he kept Mrs, Donovan in the houſe 
with him, when he turned off Ann Simp⸗ 
ſon, who was called lady Angleſey, but I 
do not know in what ſhape; I do not nog 
what the reputation of the country was; 
cannot ſay ; I heard ſo much of it, that FD wn 
ach of it, and did not mind. l 

Q. What do you mean by that? 

I went away always, when I heard i it rec 
peaked; and would go out of the room, till 
I thought it was over, . wy. n en 

other ſubject, = 
. Ws So or ball that you heard of | 
ber? 

vl hows; the was in the way of eee 
to lord Angleſey, but I do not know whether 
he kept her: But I believe, he did, n. 
it was frequently ſaid ſo. | 

2 Do you remember any paſſage 4 
twixt ou and lord nn. an be e to _ 

plate? NM PR wot 6 15, CROW 1 
I do. 1 dined with um one ee bis 
Lieve, it was in 1755 or 1756, but I cannot 


ſoon after told lord Angleſey ſo; 4 


„ 


ſay within 7 years of the time ; 1 Yo dot 


know, whether it was 1745 or 1946; it was 


between thoſe 10 Rene! bat cannot W 8 0 
ow 1359 3 "04 $4148 


1780 oF Fell 
2. What happened that day ? ww > not 
He aſked me; if I had ever teen his new. 

ſervice of plate: I told him; I had not. He 


T2 then rung a bell, and called for Juli, means 


ing Mrs. Donovan, I believe; and deſired 
her to have the plate brought into the Hall 
for me to look at; and deſited me to go our 
to look at it, and ſaid, you ſee; I have not 
put my creſt on it, for I intend it for Juli. 
He ſaid nothing elſe at that tithe; I have heard 
of a marriage between lord and lady Angleſey; 
in 1752. It was before that time; I believe. 
Q. Was it a yeat or oy or "es pots 
before that mattiage ? 16 
Ie might be four, meg or kr, but 1 — 


tell it did not in the leaſt, affect me, when 


it was. I only heard, the marriage was in 
I752 it might be in 1756, for ought I kneyr. 

* Was you deſired by lord Angleley at 
any time td A on 1 any ENT: ts the h late 
lord Courtown ? 

Yes, I was j he ſent for. me to his houſe 
ſeveral times, before I went about 1757 I 
know it was after 1756; for I bad à parti 
cular reaſon to know it”; He was then Mr. 
Stopford; and lord Anglefey. deſired me; to 
ask him, if be would be guardian to his ſon 
Arthur, for he ſaid, he was loath. toask him 
himſelf, as he was. a baſtard, and that Me, 


Stopford was a hot man; and he. was afraid, 


he might offend him; but he would be obli- 


ged to me to find outz whether he wauld 


be guardian or not. I did ask Mr, Stopford 
the queſtion, and he ſaid, he would zandT 
{ and jhe was 
very much pleaſed at it, that Mr. Stopford 
would take the uardianſhip. n nn 

Q. Did Wy bing happen in + | 


| Uta 1914 494 

Lord . ſent: his fon Arthur, to! my 
houſe ſoon after, in order, às he told me, 
to ſee if Mr. Stopford| would take 01 er 
tice of him. 

Q. Did Mr. wor) TRAIN vs his 
ſon at your houſe 7. . att 22; bonoiram | 

No- he did not. | bid 1 50 eil 9:0 

Q. Did you ever han 75 one Laure 
Neil; did you every ſee him ? Mn $97 hi {l 

I did; I ſaw him at lord; Angleſey's at 
Bray, 1 believe, it was in 1748, but. I can- 


not tell, it did not affect me 1 did not wiſh 
to know any thing about them 1 do not 
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know, aber his name * aua, or no. 
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iQ, What did you fee pals on that day? 


I cannot; n whether I would's "_ 


Ia lord Angleſey: bid him go out of the Was it not on her petition to the 


houſe, for that he was a notorious rafeal, or 


crown, that inquiry was before. the Lords in 


villain, ſome very bad name. I pitied him, England; what do you believe? 


for he was very gouty, and I begged: lord 
Angleſey to ſaffer him to ſtay, till a chaiſe 
came. for et Dablin, ud 55 woul 


. 1 . 4 : % * oa * 1 T7 12 þ. 7 {> Frere * 
not. 4 1 4 * N 8 "=; 7 
, * 


Q. Did pads min 5 Butt: "Y abr 
I believe, I might have ſeen her,” 157 


no acquaintance with that family; they live 


in Roſs, IL k now. isl En n ae 
Q. Did e make any inquiry of the 


e e e eee eee Sis 


lord Angleſey came in the yatch from Wales? 
I did not; I inever had any ſuch inten- 


tion. I never went to Roſs with any ſuch 
intention, I never ſaw miſs Batt e. in 
Roſs in my. Waycto Kilkenny. 1 never did 
make any" inquiry from the family- of eng 
me NY Council for Jol. Anneſley. 
We have; no intention to ask the viel any 
pee oo now, unleſs made neceſſary 1 by 
alentia' $ croſs examination. ee HORN 
e Crit examined for Lord m 4 
1 'Exainined" we the Lord 


. Mn tl: 3: i e Nam Wins 
Did you bene ame efimony there 
that you' have this day? Ae Wes 
T believe to the particular” fall, that 1 
was ſure of, 4 hg! new vgs 
5 How long before your examination 
ele did you give an account to any body, 
that You could Five wy dateien © a ben 


I cannot tell, Whether it was or no, 1 


cannot believe anꝝ thing about it. 


A hundred 


Q. Is there any alliances As Mrs, Duz 
vey and you I; 44 5 | 
Les her ſiſter is ind, to a aaa 
Jaw of mine, and I: am; very ſorry, he is; 

That ibrother's name is William Whyte. 
. What is your ſalary in de revenge 

3 Nan. i 

Q. What was it, when wo: was examined 

before the Lords? 

1 believe, it was a enden A year: 1 


was a hundred:a year then. 


2 Roy oh ; * 74 #1; 14 * 


L ennper fer. r 


1 Did vou year We membre 151 
1 beitve; Ldid to many people; L cannot 
tu particularly to aer but believe," I did 
mention it. The preſer lord Couttown' ſaid, 


Tad f eannot tecolleck what time, but, I 


believe, I did mention it to himy beckuſe he 
told me lince, that I did. 

5. What part of tlie ceflimony: did von 
mention to him? Did you mention the 
whole ? u s 

14 did not mention the whole to lun, Ke 
] mentioned the meſſage to him; for he told 
me ſo, that I did. I W recollect, how 


mück of it 1 mentioned to him. eie ON ' 


Did ,you mentiofl it to n It for r Mr. 
or Mrs. Dubois ?' " M16 Ws p 
Not that 1 know of, or can weed 
cannot remember, that 14 1 do not 80 
but I mig ht. 77 de 4 Hit un CDS! 1 01 
f if you was well eig Eith are 
Dubois, would you have mentioned it to her ? 


Q. Was you at lord Angleſey's berworn 
1752 and 1756777 + . 
I we, I might be here; ; 1 cannot re- 


 colle&}. ! 


. Was you bei 1752 and 1757 7 

1 believe, & e w very ofien 
there. 1 

Q Did yoo ever, ſee:lord Valentia, at that 
8 between 1752 and 1757 . Ara. r 
840 8, his father s. 

Wat gs een thoſe, years, but 

"oY fbr ug. be called, thera. i the. fa | 
ily i oe e ih 

Sometimes Arthus e 3 
neſſey ; the ſet vants called hien lord Anneſley, 
L heard nobody elſe. wat; une. cal 
E him Arthur. 


Did lard- 8 80 wü bet 
hs to your houſe 2: 911 Han e © 


74 e enn cines belieygs he G4 . 


not. 5 j 
1 A. Hd you ls aan with 71 Mes 
lentia in thoſe years;2 Did yo a ever. nm 


him by his name in thoſe hearts? 

I did calł him lord Annefley,; army = 
houſe in 1757, when, - he-was:there with Mr. 
Lewis:Miller, wha .cawe with, him to take 
care of him. I believe, he was his tutor at 
that time, but I do not know. IL might hayes 
drank his- health, but d do not knows, What 1 
might have called him; I do not know by 


what Appellation;: Lord Angleſey was not 


with him at my houſe at; the, time, I mention, 


that L c regelte Thott Mee: ene 
Geng. 77 71 
"Up, When did Mc..Stopford die 10 oy 
He. died tur yeats! laſh. January, L think. 
2. Did he die, os ke Men E 
or hav any ag houſs :? dl Terk 1 


f — „ uy TY 
u \; a WES 7 ; 
A . 9 * 


; „ 


27 
154111246" 


other people. 


0380 


4 cannot * 31 have. a very high reaſon 
to know his death; 31 could not miſtake his 
death. I cannot hs” Aa belief, whether it 
was Face lord Valentia's taking his ſeat 5 1 
heard, be did take his ſeat; dut know, | not 
when, 1 had accounts to ſettle; and that 
makes me remember particularly his death: 

Q. Did you hear of the inquiry before the 
attorney and ſollicitor general 1 in this king- 
dom 

hy believe, 1 might, but do not recalled, | 

Q Are not you a Wexford man? 8 
lam; I do not doubt, but I might have 
heard of it. Nothing relating 50 they 8 
ſey family affected me. 


Q. Then aye. you. no ' eonneſtiqn, wi ith 
this family? 


1 have a leaſe HD the late lord Angleſey; | 


if that be a connection. 

Have you more leaſes than one! 25 

I had one from lord Angleſey and Gnas 
Anpefley, when he and Charles Anneſley a- 
greed to make a diviſion of the eſtate ; They 
ſigned the leaſe ſeperately; one part ſigned 
by; Charles, the other two. parts from lord” 

.ngleſey ; when a third part was given to 
Charles, and. two thirds. ain. to lord An- 
gleſey. | 


Did. lord. Angleſey, 83 eee 1 
| leaſe to you but the one ? 
; OF. the two thirds, be did, b at! nover. ex- 
ecbted a fee-farnpleale 35 oa ', leaſe, I have 
from, him, ſince . Charles died, is for, forty 
ene. Jears or three lives, which ever laſts. 
longeſt. 1 might have heard of this conteſt. 
before the Pecan and ſollicitor general, but 
not to affect me. e have heard it as 
Q, Did you ever © ſee lord Cold pend- | 
ing that inquiry before the attorney. and ſol- 
lieitor general? 
e L ſaw him every. 1 1 never 
ther theſe. 


forty, Ve 
:Q Did. you, ever, talk to him about. this 
1 
Not that I kan @recolef. 1 neyer did. 
Or did he % %% f „f ,.... 
He never. did, hat. J can recolleft. 
17 Did .it ſurprize,yau,, or not, when lord 
Ag vu 1757 ADH, you, bis ſon was a 


I wes ſurprized,. that he: mould n 
Stopford © a meſlage to have him, guatdian he 
| to his haſtard.; Lwas, ſutprized, at that. 

Q. Was you ſurprized, at his telling you. 
his ſon Was a baſtard RT” 


| recolle@. 


tr truth? 


lord. 


4 was NOM A. bit, 


+ % 


8 Mts | 25 
Was you ke chat queſtion, be 
the "FRAY LR S 
14 proteſt, 1% not know whether or 10, 1 
for I did not read the minutes. | 
Q. Did you anſwer hefore the len. that 
vou was ſurprized at that? 
1 4 cannot tell, whether 1 did c or no. | 0 yo 
not know, but. 1 might. 1 believe, that 
queſtion was BY to r me before the Lorks, gl 


5+ +  .£- 


Q. Was not ry: Rn to tell the AY 

"I was, 

Q. Did you anſwer * a in the af- 
firmative or negative? 

1 proteſt, I cannot fay 3 ; my eh is a 
little impaired, fince 1 got à fall on my head 
from my horſe. _ 

Did Mr. Stopford conſent to be guat- 


dian? 


He did. 


Q. Was Mr. Stopford ſurptized ot not? 

I cannot ſay now; whether he was or no. 

-Q. Did you mention before the lords, 
that Mr, Stopford was Rane or not? 

I cannot Jay. 


* Was you asked we qu Es * 
I proteſt, 1 10 5 whether 1. was ot 


e 


os Was he appointed ghardjan, or bot <P 
I believe, he was not.” 
Q. Did you before 17 57 ew that ld 
Angleſey had ſaid; he was married i in 2741? 
I. believe, I might. I did, Mr. James 
Why te told me, lord Angleſey was married 
in 1752, and that a certificate was produced, 
that he was martled ir in 1741 by Mr. Neil; 
8 A Neil ſaid, he. had, married them i in 


he's When did Mr. Miller and bord Vilen- 
tia go to Jour | houſe 11 Fig, 
| 11 was about 1757. 1 * was 6 . 1786. 1 

am ſure, it was after the mellaggs I was: ſent 
with. to lord Courto wn. | 

Q. Was Neil chaptain to lord Angleſey 2 

I dont know, what he was to him; I be- 
lieve, he was a clergyman. , 1 a Mr. 
Miller. Was a. clergyman, .. 

, What did he call lord Valens? 

«> ed him, if he had any y orders * 
Angleſey, What we thould call Pe W 
he ſaid. not... 
2 What did Miller call bim ? 


N 8 b wwe 


2 


— 


vi 
| 
; 
4 
| 
| 
| | 
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Q. Was that queſti ion wked you before 
the Lords ? by 
I cannot ſay, whether it was or no. 

Q. As to thoſe leaſes, was there any leaſe 
made to you by lord Angleſey, fave only 

1e one you mention? 

Never but of the one lands. Upon recol⸗ 
lection, I believe, thete was a leaſe made to 


me in truſt for James Whyte his agen 


which truſt I declared. 

Q. Did you ever 1 up to be a damen of 
OS ag 

Q. Did you apply to lord Valentia for” 
his intereſt ? 

8 

Q. Did you get bis intereſt ? 

No, he denied it me; he wrote me Wenn 
chat he had given it before I asked him. 

. Was that, before You was examined 
in England ? „„ 


Yes, it was. 


EE exatitnad e Angle „ A. 


8 Did you conſider lord Valens as r 


Anneſley, at the time you called him ſo? 


I called him out of civility + I did not 


think, he had the leaſt title to it.. 
Q Did you ever hear, before Whyte told 
you, of any marriage between lord lr 
ſey and Juliana Donovan ? Wh by 
. T never dic. „ 
Q. Was you all that time tenant to the 
Angleſey eſtate f How many years before 
©, 6 
I believe, the firſt leaſe, I got from Jad 
| Angleſey and Charles Anneſley, was in 1744. 


I read the leaſe, before I came to town, that 
I might 3 that queſtion, becauſe ir was 


asked me in England, 

1 Did lord Valentia' 5 er * ** 
ou | 

r *. 
. Did you carry your clftioh in in wer 

ford 1 
„ e e Fin 
Q. Was you Fe by low freemen, 

or the principal gentlemen, on that election 7 
By the principal gentlemen I ſurely * Was. 


* Have you any commiſſion in the . 


countty except your revenue employment *h 


I am a juſtice of Para, nf me” F of 


Wexford. 
Q. Have you any fortune” beſides your 
employment ? 


n 


I. 1. certainly y have af Weed B ; 
tune. Whyte ſaid to me, Neil declared 
om the marriage i in 1752, that he had mar- 
ried them in 1741. I believe, it was imme 
diately after the marriage, that Whyte told 
me that, it was very ſoon after, 


9 


| Brdmined by the Committee Rh PS 


PY Upon your application to Mr. dy 
ford did he make NY e to hs ' guars 


„ 


"I cannot recollect. 


b Q. Had ns ay te. to belliad 
im ? 


None at all. 1 catitioe ſay, whether be 
willingly, or readily accepted it. 

Q. At the time of his acceptance of it. 
was there any common report of lord Vas 


lentia' s being an illegitimate fon ? 


Every body, I knew; imagined, he was an 
illegitimate ſon. Lord Couttown' did not 
mention any . at chat time on that lub 
Sa" 157 Þ 
a Q. What do you underſtand, by a ſervice 
of plate ? J 

I believe, there was two or three dozen of 
plates and diſhes. 

Q. Did lord Angleſey . his creſt or | 
arms ? 1 

He fald bis ereſt; chere were no arms en 
that plate, that J can es. wy 

Q. Can you be particular as to the year, 


- when lord Angleſey ſhewed mr this krvic 


of plate ? 

I proteſt, I cannot. 
Q. Was it before or cher 155 * 
1 ! it was | before, | beli eve. 


80 Wi meſs, Jun. 2 


2 1 the claimant Richard 12 
and the preſent viſcount Valentia. 1 believe, 
my acquaintance with them firſt commenced 
about 1750 or 17513 I am not certain, for I | 
was very young at that time. 

Q. How did you become atio 

They were both ſent to the ſchool of Roſs. | 


"lp 
— 
. 
= 


There was a familiarity and acquaintance | of ; 


long ſtanding between my father's family an 
lord Angleſey's, and lord Altham before him; 
and when he thought proper to ſend them to 
ſchool at Rofs, he put'th them to lodge in my, 
father's houſe. 

Q. In what manner were they brought to! 


h 20. | 
% father's 5 Ti WS 4.46 They 


tay). 


Fhey came in lid Abgleley's doach nd 
ſet The reaſon, I cannùadü be certain; is, thut 
the cConch did not drise up to my father's 
door: becauſe it Was not eaſy for n cν u 
{et to turn there 3 they both alighted out o 
the carriage, and walked to my fäther's. 

ip what mannen were \they: treated-at 


Nn en n wor 41 4 48s ele tif 


| They were both treated on terms of Su © 
oy in oy one particular, I can recolleR. * 
recen Y well, becauſe when 
they came to my father's houſe, the matter 
was new, and therefore their /appeaxzahce 
| made an impreſſion on{meyevtn their c 
that Icerdere weed onal, what their 
cloaths Wers, Finn en ads DEE IO 
. Was their any difference in cher min- 
nett of Gtoathing! Z 14 RET Þ; 530h : 117 781 117 IN 
There was not ; they Were dre exadlly 
alike in every particular; Ae had TONES: 
dont ep laced with gold. £19 KF 
Q. How were they called: "EY 
| _ Moſher Dick and maſter Arthut, bg a * 
xcame;4; little familiar; Dick pros eco 
afterwards. wy Ne ot ins 
Q! Howe long Gi they continue; at -our 
father” 8 houſe te. - Wie Dor ho Woes. hn 
I eannot recollec 3; be Richard continied 
longer than lord Valentia. YE e 
Was there any e degree” of 
. deference given to miſter; Arthur Moc n 


\ There was not, in no one particular 3 their 
Und alſo, was exactly alike in every poſ- 


ſible particular, except on account. of ſeni- 
ority. I cannot ſay poſitively, Which vas 
the elder, but Richard was conſidered at my 
father's houſe and treated as the elder brp- 
ther; and I never. heard it controyerted, from 
the firſt day I knew: them; till the preſent 
moment, 10% Richard wo not the Goes: of 
ih6awed{ rf 

. Why. did Richard continue « longer 6 
that. ſchool . 

I cannot be i; as to ae Loy bus - 
18 ILheatd a reaſon aſſigned for it: Lord 
Valentia was called lord Anneſley, before he. 
left my: father's houſe. - The two gentlemen 
did not agree well after, indeed not before; 
but, after he was called lord Anneſley, they 

agreed worſe than before : And I heard, that 
at lord Loftus's they quarrel led, and that lord 
Valentia drew a knife on Richard, and that 
a ſcuffle enſued; and indeed they agreed ſo. 
very badly, that it was almoſt neceſlary to 
part them. I ſhould ſuppoſe, that aftet lord 
5 aer had ordered: bim to ** Abele me 


e 


- 


Annefley, perhaps he might Wente 


Bis hob fake F 22 nnd Ke nee ö 


1 * wipdt ei en alan A 
. Mas it before ör aſter 175. he Was 
called fo? eb bioolt 361 % ax}; rwwou> 


I rannptſay; Whether it was before of uf 


had very little intercourſe iti either of che 
gentlerjien fineg‚e nbd eg nd L 
5 Did you ver. hear of a niartiage be 
tween lord Angleſey and. the mother vf the 
priſe lord Valentia in % ?:? 
I did hear of ſuch a martiage; but cannot 


Tags Whethercit us in 175 or nat. 


Q. Was it before or after: the time of 


Anneſſeyp ß en 


J believe: it was aſter ; I am not goldich: 

I heard my father and mother ànd people of 

the town: talk of a marriage: 
Q. Was the matriage, yd mention; a 

publick or private marriage 2:2 L) 


* 
1 ö 
* W RAY a 
8 * % wt . 


«-Ifbelleve, Irbededi+if wht wpdklick-idir- 
riage: I do not recollect to have heard; it 
Was a private one, and therefore rea 


** An n 


was like: any oe: 2 


— 


* —— ——— » 


0 Were thoſe young gentlemen 0 6 ed | 
a legitirhate children at your father's ? 

Since neither of them were acknowledged 
by their on father to be his lawful ſon and 
heir, the preſumption was, that neither one 


that marrisges lord Valentia W lord 


1 


At hat time was Jord aldncial firſt 
honoured en the uide, f lord Muedey vl 125 
. I cannot ſay; but Neri; it Wasa 

mip Father's hour, ben ewas firll called 


ter, TWas ſo very young at that time, and 


or the other of them was legitimate. Ido 


not think the preſumption equal, but ſtill 
the preſumption was, that neither was legitl- | 
mate. 

Q. What was the general reputation of 
the town as to that? 

It is very hard for me to tags. what the 
general reputation is: I was very young at 
that time, but I believe, the general repu- 
tation was, that nelther one or the other 
was legitimate. | 

Q. How: were the conſider in our 
nach houſe ? & ak oY by 

As illegitimate for the ſame reaſon. 5 
{yt A arte | 


Criſs txamined for lord Valentia, 


Qi Can, you be: ſure, whether. it was in 
17580 or 1751, thay 1 were 2 ve to Roſs? 
EN et "I cannot. 
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15 py 
97 
. 
rag 11 120 ; 8 1 
AN e with them to Rob ) 
| e ——— n id worn; 


„ ſervant in lor Anyleſey's | 
5 Ide not tecollact any body Dee 
. O Dan't you, belizve, dr beat her 
| Angleſey came with them? * 
1 do nat beeaduſe du bot eng any 
i circumſtance, that ſhould indute ing deo ir; 
=. 1 believe, I dic fee this/old-woniany'1and be- 
Keve, tha cams wich tem to my'fathor's,- 
3 1 -Q;-Whatzwibhernme? 
- = 3 „ — t 
Q Dia — man como wit the 
_ carriage:to- Ruſs © uin g Fer © 5 $7 8 Ot 
I do nevi recalled. 1 bbs a fervant 
attended the coach. 1 © #54 28 4's 1 
N by Did-any-ſeovant 1 man coun 0 your fa 


8 


. A. t 
9 n. as 
* 


TW. 


I do not necolleR, that chro did but am 
1 yet certain-of ile i ©1597 4 ak; N. 
1 5 2 Did they lie in che fame 2 
Iv Q. During the whole an Wt e e 
5 5 Phey dic ta the beſt of my eden 
1 — Yuribg the whole time, they continued at my 
—  father'z; and after lord Vabentia way ealted 

5 tion. 

Q. 8 N n tef 
| Khooh was he called lord Anneſley ? 


1 k 


FR 1 the date of thoſe trapſaRians ; 
Wo ſuppoſe , is wigs. be: Wen balſa gn [ 
ha 10 an cone dure. 7 
From. the. dime lord Valentia, was, @ 
called to the time of bis leaving Roſs,. was 
there any diſtinctian beter him and Ri 
| chard ? | 5 
- +» To tbe beſ of wy. recolleQion,, 1 no 7 i 
RigQion was even after dat, except the * 
ſtin gion of calling him lord Auneſſey. WY 
Was there any difference in the dreſs? 
| _ Tha is the only matter, that I cannot be 
3 podtive in; for it did not make ſuch an im- 
1 preſſion on me as to their dreſs, as when they 
Wn bit came ig my father's £ Bat ag. to every 
Wo, other matter they ſlept together, and Wers 
| __ - treated inovery other reſpect as before. 
| Q. But you are very poſitive, 5 of them - 
7 a brawn, waiſtcoat laced. with gal 
am. 0-4 e 
Q Thett bow is. it, — form no 
ri ene at's later period? 
77: een appearance as to cloaths,” after lord 
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| Teapnot form a judgment of tat: Ia 


the'knife-? 


as ACE hated} ene and | 
therefore it dic bot rike me ſb us their p- 
pearance, when Frſt they eme to my father's 
houſe, hevanſe the matter was then quite new. 
2 Am I then! to underſtand yuuß that 
er und better you was acquaipited 

with them, the leſs you © can ſay as ew} 2 
eloaghs ? eee 6.1 eee ee 01055 e Fe 1 
It ia . 4 3 9 EN e ee it 5 
did — lee in 


Tet t Kat: 


Roſs? I MA 1 r en 
Dia de A gi! F- 
+ Þ delſeve, they di th 8 cl 
Q. Did they two COM ITS: 4 land 
I eannot be poſitive 3 I: was very young 
at that time: I believe, they were there more 
than a year, 1 cannot form a belief, Whe- 
ther ey were twa years; but 1 know, Rü. 
chard continued longer than lord! Valentia,” 
Q. How eld arg y, 
I Iſhall. be twenty e 
Q. How old was you at the tie" they. 
came to ſchoot ? | | 
About eight or une: / Eos born in 174 
and they came in 1750 or 1751. 
Q What kind of waiſtcoar Ag youy 
el, at the time they came? «Jy Mo | 
I d not vecollect. After lord Valgntia 
was called lend Annefley,” 1 de 5 
KY Were thoſe 2 — an for” 0 


nl . O15 „ 
ey 


| 1 


4 . . 145 


a IN ta Neun ba, th you delivve; 
tor lord Aut _— _ removed from 
ſeheek ? n en e, e ten 

I Las hey! did not agree welly-and/] 
heard, that particularquarrel at lord Loftus's, 
which, 1 believe, he told lord Angleſey of, 
was the eauſe. I have heard that aſſigned as 
the reaſon for their parting, and the- "mw 
I berween-them/ 
Had your faltice an this org aboun 


ory LE 


N N "P 


enge tel, TRANS „ ee ee pb 2505 
vo canney hems elief. N | 
ws Vis" NN farher wee hour they a. / 

bee 2 
He ane 16, bm knew 3 ity for they 

ne ern peperuatly, 

Did he afterwarcs but them. into fy 
ok bots bY | 
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probate yep deed "eo 050 


N ia vaghe: ' 4a of K but 


eur uf Angloley: That was a fxiking cle 
cumftance-; they were two brothers, and 
came to live at my ROE: All thoſe 
were ſtriking circumſtances, © 4 


_ Q, Bur did any «boys come ts lodge 
our-facher's in ſuch a diet: 


* 4 1 13 


* Y Was you e fetot with them? 


4 cannot E 
6 nil. te h 


= 


pb 4a the deen Richard. 1 ton | 


Ve Noed, . | „ 


wh . Song the claimant. 
ſpeak. to the preſent h a 
I am not very certain as to the time, | butyl 
believe, it was in Michaelmas term, or dur- 
ing the feal, that I met lord Valentia at the 


four courts, I called him into the room, where 


the chancery formerly fat, it Was not 


Fitting; I told lord Valentis, chat my un- 


ele Anneſley, who had juſt come from Eng- 
land, had acquainted me, that lord Valentia 
had waited on him immediately. after the de- 
cifion of the lords in England, and told 


That he underſtood, lord Glerawley itelided 770 


to ſupport John Anneſley againſt him here 
in Ireland, I told him, it gave me concern, 
his lordſhip ſhould ſay fo, as he and I were 


WWW of Latrence Nel vid tim f ; 


2 


e 1 has told hies, Abetg wan another cl.! 
* * e e e 


r 
wake). a Oalles, my beothet's 


could prove 


0 4 1 Fi: 


r 


_ late lord Glerawly ; that family was 
related ta ond Angleſey by the balf-bleod, 

Q Was it not during the life of lard Gle- 
rawley - always covifidered\ by your father 


- hdnours 


d Valentia- ate. it, 


1 


1 luis the sdb! 


mant; ha ſaid; it was peine Ti! 
Mr. Richard ed had gane to! Ravry | 


ney, and acquainted him, that he intended to 
put in & claim for tha Engliſh havoine; and 

alſe, that his mochar had bern 
married: before his börthz that Barry OGolles 
had ſpoke. to my uncle A nnefley; that my 
uncle” Annefley Would he glad to e the 
clauant Richard; an that a had come:ito 
him concetſing bis claim, and that Richard 
was taking evuncil's dice: might have 
had a converſation with Mr. Flodd, but 1 
do not recollect any converſation cohcürn- 
ing this tho' 1 do'as to 'cobveriations! as th. 
the: title is England ſereraltimes.: This con 
verſation; I am ſure, was before Chriſtmas, 
and, I believe, it was the frſt time; Lever 
ſpoke 10 lord Valentie, after he came to Ire- 
land, except n prion . pt gray 
der es ed 1 o 


; f 4 Ty FP. * 


F A. +. hs 2 


bn hog. thi 
fee. "with 1 eee 


and the whole family, that the peilticher 
John was the perſon to ſucceed'to: the Inifh 
5 if wy e denen 


out iter male} 


ve . eee 6. 
lieve, that on the death of lord Ang 
a was adviſed by the n 5 a 
u the Iriſh hanours? * 11 
I never heurd it, det biene "Og 
1 Did you ever hear of a 1%, Ip * 


mime” of Archur we pe y 0 eee 


i 4 1 78 Fe: | CP N 1 i 11 


Not 1 very ately, nor | Us lever ave - 
af ſuch a man having a title; I have heard, 
his father was a haekney clerk to Mr. White, 
and I do believe it. I never heard, that his 


father lived ne 1 heard, his father 


was enen, nerjeve of ee e 


_— — Chen 

e — wich che law lond 
Auglefey ſeveral years. 1 0 

Q. Did you ever ſee a bene o the pane. 
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and my uncle's or- - 


pinoy were woes et gary vm 


LS 


29 


Fr 


* 
6 n 8 f es 
n = cli — er F : — 
r 


K F . 4 
” Sea Vp re DT — Fw eee oe * 
addr ts, Ele hp er res eh 0 . - : 
PR 1 * — v9 A 


— ASA —̃ br 


2 23 5 2 > LAN a; - 4” 5 waht 
— ＋ po ol * — 1s es — — HOT — — . way 
= . D f Ec.” a "2 8 5 — — EM 55 * ORE l hs na you : 
8 8 * 4b — PDA Ang De oh eat eye x 4 — 2 * 
E — T _ 4 1 * 2 — — 
8 1, 000%" —_ e > SA N *. 
— 4 — — © 9 8 * — 
I _ 8 + ne” 1 
= 8 — p 


m— 
— oy age Bancs etee 4one — 


. N 2 \ 
— — NE en 2 
— 
a. 


+ me 
r 


aw 


as 4 = —_— — bed. o * 
939 "= — % 2 1 
2 8 * * * — — + as — 


—— 
fas. Shae) Tabs 


I 


n 
8 


— 


— 
r _ _— 
— 5 . p _ 
— 2 ——— ws 


* 
a . 
8 e 
— $2” 
2 — 


wal _ — 
— > ENT 8 = WY... 
Dr 


— 


9 


* — 
— —— -, 


** 9 
n ** : \ 

L FIDE, PH 

—_ „„ or 


; PD, 
Digs Fang. 


6 
— + 8 
888 
— — — a+ 
TI + — 


— 


h f AN # lt WO RT Ell PN ih WY. LON oY 1 9 N x N 
f pL l * F N 5 15 1 , 1 "2 . py ay * Ws 
I 6 : 8 * 8 . AS WL EAR 4 

, , © LG 1 27 4; „ 
1 a : 5 * 

8 F 4 | * F 8 +. 1 1 Nat , 
\ * 1 1 * i : * * . 
13 e : | 275 « 

| 85 * | | [148 
. 1 Y K 1 Y * * 
3 2 1 | 1 5 
. 5 4 8 N 
3 : 4 * } a * N 
6 bh l \ fog 

9 b 8 4 

4 205 4 . 
8 p * Wt. ' . ; * 

1 * . 
Rf | * * ; 0 | ' 4 

4 5 * : * % 9 1 . 0 3 to 

* y : | , 

. *þ N D 
, ' * A 4 * . 

* 


— — —— — —— a2 a 
2 * * — — 
> — 22 = 2 —— — 
22 2 Y 
3 : 8 r 


n know Ai brillen "REN but piſtsand I dagdiſh ine 
=. 7 have ſeen one Neih 2 clerzymian, with him; more to ſee a man behave in chat impraphs 
Wehe waer r N ad n anner, as ds. eee preſent. O 


'2 A | a told he was. * We eee ee nt 4: 3” ws 
3 «Qs Was yi 10 ben Anglſe's hai cli cxanited ene n of ue bannt. 
3 een, eee bom. re 
J bee iu what capacity I halo. Had: yo! drank very freely. 4 Hd Nel 
1 Ibae ſeen him in Roſs; but particularly in . oi ay been ee gfe e 


_— | Camolin park I haus ſeen him very often. 1 am-'eettaing be had, I belleve, . 5 
= _ 4a What was his general charaQer t "ug by in liquor, but not drunk: I am ſure, he Was 
5 As far as I have heard of him, he W a haus, for wwe had all drank a, great deal, | 
man of an infamous 'ba-charaBter, 2 ne believez. he was iritoxicateQ'; for I 
. heats him ſpobe of other ways. look on a Man intoxicated to be out of his 
=”. ee you-hean!":this:. charaQtr fre- | _ ade not believe, he was. I be- 
Eo. e e ee e, eee £ bes ieve, he mung as much in Mis ſenſes as in the 
3 e deren Iban frequently vat the tiene. * moming 1 re great m_ 


= -. 3 and: nere often heard bim —4 time.of his desth. 1 Miese, I knew, e 
_ of finceas an exceeding bad character. What when he was Jord Altham; and I was 0 
5 75 made me look on him as deſerving it, was deal with bim immediately at the time l f 
_ ſome behaviour of his on a publick oceaſian 7 death of his predeceſſor, and after. 
caZt Camolin-park. I was often aſked. to Ca- Q. Did you know this Nen at any. other 
4 molin, particularly, I believe, of holyrood (| aste pet bp: by al. 4 
day, when lord Angleſey generally aſſembled I believe, I' have ſeen. mn at Roſa: but 
9 his neighbours to a buchzhunt ; I am not am not certain. I do not know, whether, he 
Wh . abſolutely certain as to that day; a great officiated as a curate, unleſs I heard bim 
[ e 8 number of people were preſent. We bad read prayers at Camolin on a Sunday, but am 
=.  &ined with lord Angleſey ; we Had drank not certain; and lord Angleſey brought him 
1 pretty freely as common on thoſe oecaſions; A ſermon, I think, and made him read it. 


and late im the evening lord Angleſey called Q. Can you recollect ahd: nine, af this. 
15 in a fidler, or [ſome people playing in the miſbehaviour of Neil!?̃-- 
„ hall on muſick, to play in the room where 1 believe, it was on ee 3 be- 
Fe eee, and ſoon after there came into the cauſe à vaſt number of people were aſſem- 
1 | 2 black boy, that was kept by lord An- bled there, the 144h of September accord - 
=. 1 whordefired the, boy to dance,. which ing to the old ſtyle. I am not certain, what 
| - 8 | he did immediately; and ft d Angleſey called year it was: have no recollection what year. 
4% Me, Neil, who was fitting at the table, Q. Was it before ot after the -publick 
_— 7. - a aid, Neil, get up and dance with the maria 6:0 * ee A tl Rays” * 
bey, which he did accordingly. During * . 05 0p 
3 their dancing in this publick company Neil e tall ws] ud. ere at "that time 
made ſo many indecent poſtures towards this to induce me to remember the time, it hap- 
3 boy, that were really offenſtye to me, and pened but the act was 40 ritt 1 all 
= * . made ſuch impreſſion on my mind, coming u „ 
=. from a clergyman, that I. ſhall never forget al, Do you cemember r the time of the pub- 
_— it It ſtruck me wich abhorrenee, which nien marriage ? | 
__— oo : mals me temember it ſo particularly well. I do; but what Nh 1 mas + in, 55 _ : 
1 do not know, Lever ſaw Neil in the goyn ah learn; but I remetnber particularly the 
= _ of a clergyman, but I think; I have. heard  tranſaQion 3 + that i, e want 1 Moore, 
\ IS Him-read prayers on. a Sunday, but am not of it. p14 
”. * ecrtaim-about'it2 He generally wore the ha- Q. Tue publick . was 18 nighth. 
TP bit ofa clergyman undreſſed, and I have fre- oth October 1752. Hd you, before. that 


1 | 2 heard him mentioned as a clergy- time any converlationy with lord Angleſey 
ET Ne and therefore ſuppoſe he was, I have E. e any ne, abt "7 er, nd 
1 mo other information abgut it: I formed my whom? : 
e of Neil's character not only from I had, 140 not: Face in W ery your e- 
the gentrald reputation of the countty, but ciſely, but Lam certain, it was immediately 
9 1 from his indecent nnn both my * before the publick rg] at Camelia zperke 
. "EY i i | e 
f { | FY 4 $6 5 f 


1 
immediately before it. pr of sina oi; 
Was your Won perſatioh with, itn) in 


27504 V6! (1. Sm 0 Rt n 21 node; 


I cannot tell 1 the :afidavit;. 1 mt 


relativg'to the converſation with lend Angles 
ſey before the publick marriage, if he was! 
mazried-publickly-in-vy$2:4 if that f4Q wad 
ſo, that converſation paſſed in 1752, for. it: 
was immediately before the publick marriage. 
Qui What-was thatrconverſation ? C) 

] went ohe jnprning; 6 lee lord Angleſey; 
who lived them in u little houſe in Roſs 3 
and on going into the room I found him and 

his. lady at cards Immedlately oh my going 
in ſhe threw down / her cards and went out; 
as the always did, when I appeared 3 and I: 
believe, it was ſoy! when any other company 
came, that was above the lower ſort, his te- 
nantry. On her going out lord) Angleſey 
asked me, what is the meaning, Mrs. Totten- 
ham does not come and viſit Julia? I Was 
ſurptized- at tlie queſtion, and immediately 
told him, he could not expect Mrs. Totten“ 
ham to viſit her, or to that purpoſe. He 
immediately replied, Sir, I have been mar- 
ried to her ſor ſeveral years; but there are 
ſome certain reaſons, , why I have not been 
able hitherto to divulge it, but I halb very! 
ſhortly. Lord Angleſey repeated the matter 
to me, and / preſſed me à good: 
Mrs. Tottenham viſit his wife. I told bim; 
he could hot expot Mrs. Tottenham, or any 
woman who regarded her eharactet, to viſit 
his wiſe in the light; ſhe then appeared ; but 
that as ſoon as be thought proper to make 
his marriage known, no ohe would: be reader 
to pay the compliments due to his lady than 
Mrs. — Lord Angleſey; as well 
as I iecollect, repeated the ſame diſcourſe to. 


me oma ſecond viſit a day or two after, and 
I gave him the ſame anſwer; In a ſhort time 


after this diſeburſe happened, lord Angleſey 
and his family left Roſs, and, I was toldz went 
to Camolin=patk;. He returned ſoon after; 
and then told me, he thought it neceſſary 
for ſatisfaction of the publick to marry his 
lady again, which was done at Camolinppark. 
Fhis being confirmed to me by other peo- 
ple Mrs. Tottenham immediately went and 
waited on lady Angleſey, and ſo continued 
to do, as long as ſhe remained in Roſs, 
This was the ſubſtance of Tn 
ats ea ab I can remember... 

Was it! a year before this: publick mar- 

rage, that you had the firſt diſcourſe ? 

The firſt and fecond diſcourſe, I = gy 
was within two or three days of each other, 


1 (1931 „ 


deal to let 


and it might bave been a month er two beſore e 
the public martiage at Camolin which 
Liohlyi ſpeak of from heatſayj and lord Ana 
Sleſey“s delling me hey was pùblickly mar- 
ried; 445 made twao / different affidayits.: 6 uin 


Q. Where did lon-Angleſey-ilive at that 


TE #3002901). 2001 eee 
Jn the houſe of Mrs. Napper : He and: 
his family lived in the houſe. I do not knowy 
whettier Manecke OR out of the 
houſe; 16791 0 . Mvahcks 1 % O99) * N 
. Garen recbllect the e yeary lord An: 
gleſey was in Roſs'?, 28 157721 13087 ene 1D 
He was there ſeveral years at different 
times; but I cannqt recolleRt any un peri- 
cular yar. „ ane 201 e P «THR! 11.083 
Was this before or after a remarkable 
election between Mre Ram and Mr. Leigh 5 
I am pretty certain; it was before; if that 


election was in 1553, which I am almoſt 


certain it was. Lord and lady Angleſey 


very often dined at my houſe, and my wife 


and I very often dined at their n. e 
they continued there. 

Q Lock at that letter, 'A: leaet ve your 
omn 1 who was that wrote to) 


/I believe to lady Angleſey. | of 1 Appedkt 
it. is my my hand Writing; there is no di- 


e . 1 
rob, lues! n er ee bes 


. Wen time lune 3 had ah. iſa of 
10 a letter from your ladyſhip by Walſh the 
——— J dbeyed your commands with 
« reſpect to him, and hope he will not tranſ⸗ 
„ greſs for the future, a8 he has been ſo of- 
“e ten faulty in that way, it will not be in 
my power to ſave him again. He pro- 
t miſed to call on me the firſt: tims he went 


<<, to the Park, which he failed to do, other- 
<,-wiſe I ſhould have acknowledged. ! 10. 


« ceipt-of your letter earlier.” 


4 1 


1 Lam concerned to find ſome new At- 5 


% tempts ate made by various affidavits. to 


60 give your Ladyſhip further diſturbance, 


6 and ſincerely wiſh. you may effectually and 
<< ſpeedily overthrom every perſon that means 
& qiſturbance to you g een of my; 
late friend. 0 
« Mrs. Tottenham: Jem me in compli- 
6% oi you and the young Ladies. 
„am, Madam, your Ladyſhip's 
ww He enen ſervant, 
eee Charles Tottenbam,““ 
D 4 | | T he 
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b date is not my add writing it le a 
en it is a different ink, and put in by 
ſome other perſon 3 but the body of; the ſer! 
ter is my hand writing. It is impoſſible! for; 
me to ſay, when it waz wrote, as the ane 
was: nat my hand Writing 

Q. Was it during the conteſt be Wd 
attorney and een general; that you 

wrote that letter on 2 oe a3 
At is | impoſſible Wm to nx. 1 did 
make two different affidavits on that occa-! 


ſion. I ü cannot tell, whether it was before 
or after that letter was Wen that I made 
an aſſidavit. „ 7 ( 1 1145 de 00 74 


Was not the 3 ey to e 
tain the time, when the letter was wrote. 
By Jthe freſhneſs of the Mk, cha amber, 
to me a late tranſactioonnnss hell! 

Q. Was not that letter wrote during the 
| inquiry before the attorney and ſollicitor? 

I cannot recollect, whether it was or not- 
Q. Do a believe, the conteſt about the 
peerage had 
time, or not ? 25 | e 1 

I do not know; nor as I 3 on 5 wht 
occaſion I was called on to make an affidavit.” 
That affidavit was made in this manner: A 
gentleman, with whom I had a diſcourſe re- 
lative to lord Angleſey, afked me, if I would 
make an affidavit about it? and I ſaid, 1 
would ; and he brought me a very full affi- 
davit, and deſired me to go before a maſter, 
and ſwear it. He inſerted many things in it, 
I could not ſwear to, and I made him alter 
itz and I ſwore it, wanne 1 walker 
Swartüen k iN 

Q Was it before that affidavit or after, 
that letter was wrote 

I cannot recollect. Sn cannot ell what 
that letter could refer to OO 

Q. Did it refer o Sogn diſpute about the 
title of -Valeatia'? ?? 7 

I Qcannot tell. This might, have vel in 
| conſequenee of ſuits with ſeveral people then 
in being, for ſeveral ſuits were commenced, © 

Richard Anneſley is married privately to 
an unhappy neice of mine, and though they 
live oppoſite my door in Roſs, I never ſpoke” 
to her, ſince her marriage was diſcovered : 


+ NS: 


for 1 held the act in ſo much contempt, 


that I would never take notice of her.. 


Q. Was that letter wrote in the life of 


lord Angleſey, or after bis death 7 
I believe after, for if it happened i ba M 
lie, 1 ſuppoſe 1 ſhould have written to him. 

Q. What do you mean by the words, 


N her OP further diſturbanc ? Did 


65 


(166) | 


been r ee ee _ 0 


re = 
_ WD W 9 R : 


not it refer te affaire) made to qqueſtio 
the marriage in 1741!0!ꝙ ĩ & 
It refefred to affidawitb mate; bat oh witat 
account is impoſtible for me to ſa | 
for I believe; a hundred 'affidavith were made 
at ' different on W to the affairs or 
lord At eleſey,. it ie „ {08 6 6. 
2 1 8 7 ever receive a letterithout 
u d 1520 e | Ft dr 
have. 1510 Flt e en 

Q. Did you Weben % memorandum 
at che time of receiving that letter? 

If it was a letter af N A in. a 


probability 144 by os Fr 


- Q: You made uſe of 8 ard lane; forgery 0 
I did not uſe a harder” money av [ * 
che attempt deſerved.” 
Q. 1 the: "Late ar” all m the hand an. 
ting * er 
. nile de dla 4 he e 


; wy for there is ſomething of the bm 


ink with my letter there. 
Q. Is any place pwr 4 there, where 
that letter was wrote: a wy bf HI orb 
-Q What — ave * Ha Rev 
I cannot tell. There is the gth; but I: 
do udt know the en ee 1 
ſay; a CR" ily ot + . 


con exmined fr Jobs FRY 


ory thr abit er lors 4 5 
ef commonly called her Juli in common 
converſation,” I do not remember to 2 770 
bead him addreſs her as lady Angleſey? 

Q. What was the reaſon of that ſurprizes 
ou mention, at his applications? 

IL was ſurprized, lord Angleſey ſhould * 
fire ins to bring Mrs. Tottenham to viſit a 


woman, I ſuppoſed, was not his wife at that | 


time. | | did ſuppoſe, ſhe was not his wife; | 
Q. Did the declarations, then made by 
lord Angleſey, convince you to the e ot 
that he had married ec ee 
No, really, they did no: 
Q. After oy: dechrations what: was! 
your opinion? $ ag 6 þ 
- I never: 8 he was ee to lady 
Angleſey, *till he informed me of it _ wy; 
publick marriage at Camolin- park. 
Did you thee une he had. been 
married i in 17417 
] did not ſuppoſe i it: 1 ey not band the: 
appearance of W e it. 1 5888 


did wes e 
„ | 8 e Qi Hare 


* 


44 K Rn Ant W 


{ an) q 


Q Have | you had any reaſon” "y 6 ea 


the opinion, you then entertained}. x 


The queſtion objected th. 


16 19 382 at Ft A. 


The objeftion 4 iſallewed. 
inn W 4 
Q. Why did not you think, they were ivy 
E ? „ 
ussdy mentiänlef it Tom ile genefal 
appearance. 9 of things. TO 1 kf 
Q Before 1752 what was the "general 
reputation as to Jady Angleſeys ? Lt war- 
ried or not ps . 3 
As far a8 1 Wie Reard, it Was, har "Y 
was not married: - ! never did hear a perſon 
ſay, they believed, ſhe was married before that 
time; and I have had converſations with 
nume people on that fubject. 
Q. Had you an opportunity of 15 
the reputation of that neighbourhood * 
Thad. : 


? 
: 


Q. Who was that gentleman, that el 


to you to make an affidayit ? 

It was Ephraim Carroll; who lived then in 
Bride- ſtreet; and I happened to mention to 
bid the diſcourſe, I had with lord Angleſey, 
relative to his marriage, and he came the net 
day to know, if I would make an affidavit. 
1 believe, he was employed'by lord and lady 
Angleſey. I do not recolle&, that he applied 
n me os the name of any particular perſon. 


8 ui, Robert Sibthorg. | 


Did * Know & pefſon of the ah 2 
Elizabeth Knight in Suffolk ſtreet? 

Idid. I lodged at her houſe about four 
or five months in 1765, I think... LF 

Q. What was her general character as to 
| credibility pf 
happened to be confined in her houſe by. 
a ſevere illneſs twb months, which gave me 
an opportunity to know more of her; I look- 
ed on her as a good ſort of a woman; I be? 
lieve, ſhe was a woman of good character, 
and I had particular reafons to think fo, for 
my ſiſter, Mrs. Gold, who had lodged there 
herſelf, Knew her,” and ſaid; ſhe was very 


glad, I was i in ſuch good _ | 1 know no- a 


4 COIN AY 
; ee 


i 


C 


OS A 


thing of | her ad but "iP gave me 


very poor, 3 d whoſe chief ſupport was from 
herſelf ; ſhe was the widow of John Smyth, 


Wel Eine chuncil, and 1 recommended 10 


to lord Hertford. 


+ Q. Fibm what you have . and heard; 
and known of her, do you think, ſhe TY to bs 


IE RP) AMO. e 


Wl hoy IL rr 


'T certainly do. ; Abo Ss: ape ad wht 


a 0 10 
ford bull. * 1 


ds 


Q. Did you 1096. there more than ME - 
Never, but that rt I. neyer had any 
cauſes LF knowledge, of er 
my ſiſter told me, 


* => 
a Uſe ſhe ever mention lord cd Aljam 


you 85 


Not that I recolleft. ” 3 76 - , 


. | 4) 251 £43, 392 $3 1 
n . 5 ae 


Not that 1 recol 
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, Council "od Richard hin... | 


we word here with this fa faving of i 


to produce Hawtrey White df. ny! . 
bits, if he appears. 21 72 ” 


Comet for vob 10 2160 ö lung ee 1 


Proceed. ap Wa 


* LAS A AG: 27 


we 13 ny one. iel to ate and, 


if this had been the firſt time, the merits 2 


this great queſtion was to be determined, 


ſhould not Produce. one fingle witneſs. ; but 


lord Mulgrave having "examined Mrs. Eli- 
_ Zabeth Smalley. in England, Mr. John An- 
neſley knows nothing more of her; and, 
as he wants not to conceal any thing = he 
truth; but to give all poſſible information, 
becauſe ſhe was once examined on the fam 
queſtion, not from any. want of her, for 
we do not know what the will depoſe, I. 
they will not object to our not producing b 
woman, we W's not oi her, 


Lf Min aa Tr, 
bv T 8 * N At OO TAPER YL 5 
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© 4 00 E that Gas and.at the Not all his buſineſs 3 11 paid his fiemard | 


the Year 1760, . or late in 27 59, EY believe, I at fn theſe reeips amoog wy 6. 
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r ſui Wit, the rev 


ment 1 or not? 


'& 


back of it, do * ſee jour name on money, and took the ſteward's s receipts: that 
the back? ſte ward name was Charles Kavana gh. My 
1 rette T9 ; 2 father is dead; my fiber bimſelf = thaſs 
. Who wrote the tame on the e back receipts, 1 Cuppole, for I got them ug 
I" witte one hiame, lord Loftus. Bl his IO: RR gs” e ee op habe wy 
Mr. Drake another, Me. Boyd a a fourth. e a og en 
Q. What is that, 50 ave in your ha W paper, No, 1. own to ihe ae, VER 
It is the will of the late carl of Ag. Bis 85 


which he executed in my preſence, and in Q. Did you ever ſee that paper before? 


* : a 
"We 177 GOY Na 6 


the preſence of thoſe petſons, he acknow- I did; 1 * it among * a ther N 1 q 
ledged that to be his laſt wil and | teſta- | ſince his death, Wa nee 


ment. 


Q. At what time? > Ne. Wy 
To the beſt of my "recotfectiit it was in 9's a 


Pay” a 1 

Fo - 3 1 % 

1 ? Wo 1% N J 
n * 


Look at the date of it? | © 915 4 


1 bi 1 4 1 * Py 


It is the 7th of April 1759. I M gt LY ge pee fra, are 2 = 
Q. Was that will expented.on, .the day, it 15 1 mY 
bears date? ee iſ: ok 1 found this ung my father's q papers, . { 
It certainly was. | am not ſo well acquainted with the hand 
„Was lord angie 0 on that of: of writing of lord- Angleſey -as to enable me 
ſdund-and diſpoſir ing ae 4.4054. 4; Wm it; I have ſeen him write ; I can- 
He ſurely was. ag! 10 "ag | i pg * 7 not ſwear, that this is, but I believe, it is 
3 e a " lord Angleſey's writing, becauſe 1 found it 

c examined fir m4 ti 1 1 * father 8 Paper e e 


4 tits 1 
d. Wiers do you five now? e 7 6 „ hauen paper marked (F) e. | 4 
In the county of Fermanagh. c „ 6 
Q. How many miles from this r. 1d ng I found, this alſo among my uber 5 ert ; 

'Eighty 1 1 writing on the back of it was written 


QC Where does Mr, Drake live?” partly by my N and partly by * bro- 
. In the county of Wexford, | a little W ther. 


* „ 1 fs 7 1 1 * * * 7 . 4 ; F 7 ! N 75 p 14 
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—T—W oor pol en examined for lord haute. 


' 1 : N ' 1 - I vp 
*S Ä 8 J i YG & 1! 4 % Ft 4 
n 


The willread, 8. How W "long ago noe you, found oY 
Council for Richard Anneſtey, proceed. Tal F. ebruary tale anche. 
| Q. How long is your father dead? 
9 witneſ Howtrey White. Twelve months laſt June. 


Q. Was your elder brother married to 
1 am a.ſon of Mr. James White. James any perſon ? 


White was agent to lord Angleſey, received 3 1 : To | 


Roſs ; about ba, ot 66, or 70, miles from. r ona 


9 


his rent. 


5 * 


name whi Carolinty her mother ws called 
* -at the time the Was murtied, 
and the daughter lady Caroline, Thu 16. 
ther's maiden name was Ann Simpſon, us I 
was told. My nn wiſe — yo 
e i WAALS 
_-Gharlns 'Tottenhane: called agar” 'to obe 
the bond writings of lord and lady . 


tf : Win. + #1 + 36% RT 12 
Js C33 2 een n 0 ale 


aon 

A MTN EW . 1 00 wes v4 ur 5 

+ Look at tau ubibet tf wok 
hand writing is the name ſigned to it? - 

wt believe, it is the hand writing "of tr 

Angleſey. | A „„ 4&1 


E N 


ee. . mw 


has i Gelb: ailglaintbs with the band 
ee. the preſent lady Angleſey; 1 have 
ſeen her write, but _w_ EY _ ay Oe 
* n her' e 


e 4 


Os examined for brd 7 ata, 


A will nahi 2644; the 1 ee 
are appointed a Ktuſter, did you act gat 
will? / 


I never ſay the will or heard it read dafdee 


this day. I have only acted by anſwering 
two different bills. I was ſubpen'd, and 
ſent the ſubpznas to Mr. Mark White, lord 
Angleſey's law agent, and deſired him to do 
what was neceſſary about them; I am not 
certain, whether I anſwered them or not. 

Did you ever preſetit a memorial in 


behalf of lord Valente to 1 weng _— 


this kingdom ? 
No; But when the duke of Nerthomber- 
land was governor, Mrs, Simpſon was admit- 


ted to take place at the caſtle as ebuntefs. 1 
was applied to by Me; Talbot, who is mar- 
ried to lady Angleſey, and defired me to in- 
terfere. I told the petſon, who applied to me 


(which was Mr. Talbot, I believe, but, am 
not certain) if he could get me a proper memo 
rial, I would take it to the lord lieutenant; 
which I accordingly did. I do not recollect, 
what the ſubſtance of it was, but the pur- 
port of it was ſetting forth, that this woman 
took place at the caſtle, which was the right 


of the preſent lady Angleſey. It was on her 


account, 1 interfered, or ſome ens _ _ 
applied to me, ; 

Q. Did you make more than one ver 
| vit? 


n. band writing admitted | * elt 


(( wy ) 
— ied Ainghy's, Her 


I id e 1 ü her fed the time. 
= What were the occaſions ? Was gne 
lid before the . Were 


_ made d Cupbte , aden of ord. 


ee 4 
Lam ndt Andinz bdte I believe, they were. 
The affidavits, I made, wie '68ly relative 
the difeoutieg'2 bad With rd Anglefey im- 
mediltely before BN Rt miffiage in 1952. 
T arh/wor\certain, Whit Wis the Hitettt the 
abet 1 neter Ingulted. on ee e 


| „nen les aber the fir umd zeit was 
the other? | 


1.9} SiG md Wat 19 nus 


I believe, the other affidavit was made about 
4 years ups; um nöt certain how many years 
after the firſt ; it was not ſeveral years ; they 
were both! made between 1765 and 1770 
3 z I cannot tell, how many years af- 
der che kt the fecodd w fake: >" 
"OD as tue 14ſt affidavit made ip ord} t to 
6/Dnfland20 © hon 30 1169 © 
1 cannot tell, I was applies tb by lord 
Valentia by 234 to . to 1 land upon 
the hearing 3- and 1 informed lord” Valentia, 


I had already made two 8 as to the 


diſcourſe, I had with Wit father, and that my 
opinion was, that a croſs examination would 


bs isjuriots to bi. I. Wag applied to 55 


Mr. Talbot, immediately After I received 


thoſe letters from lord” Valentia, who was 
then, 1 believe, lofd Angfeſty, 1 told" him, 
chat 1 Md alteady made th affldu bits, that 
if the coancil on the ther” fide ſbuld aſk 
my opihiolt, in what light lay Angleſey or 


her children appeared td me 


Q. Your converſation” oY Me Tabet 


is no evidence. Was the bon ah made 


to be ſent to Eugland ? 
"| eatnpt den whether i was ot not. 


Tht witntfs 3 to 15 a oy of his, which 


N ""_ e ad a 4. 


* 


bene, 4 Was Aderted, wn 1 rs date 
to this jetter; aud that for that reaſon a 
date was fubſtituted at the bott. But 
it appears, thete was 4 date,” part of Which 


n6W terrains of the ſame ink with the letter, 


part deſtroyed by freſh ink, and therefore the | 
intent, I ſuppoſe, was; that the date to it be- 
fore did not anſwer the purpoſe ; and thete | 
is a memorandum on the back Jn the cover, 
written by lady Angleſey, in 


time of the tereipt of the letter is mentioned, 


| wm (reſted it could not be wich that intent 
I muſt adhere to my original anſwer, | 
7 this date there is a forgery. 


E e 


which the 
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ba — what ſmall ſum, or ſums, ſhe ſhall 


belonging to the exchequer, 


'} of 24) OG, e EO A DAS 4-41 Gr 


8 2 „ae e WF © 
*. 1 James Vis at Peppars cali 
dhe col ty of e 


WN 

1 +# x, 4 
ai wad FOR 15 bf 
Tt 


Kn 0 
3 979 ot j An July 10 46. 
.& Dear Sir, Sunn h 4 FY 1 911 3 


* 


213 * 


wi As Mrs. ny SY le 
4 _at Bray and for) other directions I have 


tc 


iven her, I muſt deſire you'l ſupply her 


<< have. occaſion: for, and place it to the ae- 


* 


© count of Ms — nn Tak v7! * 


20 en 0 « cc ANGLESEY,” * 


1 
8 * 


e marked (7) read.) LY 
3 Received 3 Mr, Tow White the 


dc ſum of eight pounds for the uſe of the 


ce earl of e 8 r dean we of 
« July, js 3 TS" 


* 
Man 


RR, merle DONOVAN.” | 
Preſen Charles, Karanagh. 


2d Wings called on the part of Jebn os. 
| Charles n 


#\ £-$ 


12 am 3 clerk of the pleas i in the court 


of exchequer. I have got in my hand the 
roll of judgments for Trinity term 1749, 
I have a copy 
of a warrant of attorney, by which ſatisfaction 
was acknowledged on the gecord, and an af- 


 fidavit of the perfection. © 
Q. Where judgments are entered in 1 your 
court, what is the uſual method to acknow- 


ledge ſatisfaction on the record? 


When the party, who executes the warrant, 
either the plaintiff or the repreſentatives, a 


copy of that is made, and an affidavit of the 
perfection of that warrant is made, and that 


warrant is filed in the office, and this is the 


warrant to the officer to acknowledge ſatis- 
faction, let the ſum be what it will. 


Q. In whoſe bands does the original war- 
rant remain? 


In the attorney's $ :who fs the record ; that. 
is his voucher. We never let an attorney 


ſign it, but the attorney who has the warrant. 
We have always an affidayit of the perfection 


of the original warrant, ſworn by one of the 
witneſſes to that warrant of attorney, of which 


the above is a true copy, and that the name 
is of his hand vriting . Sometimes the at- 


9 


* 


0 110 


torney makes the affidavit under obe. 
if he happens to be witneſs to it 

very rare, that it is filed; mau with- 
out ſeeing the original. > off bins 
Q. Was the original brought in that 'caſe, 


55 1 * 4 
. f . A „ 


ot only a cgi * ene n ce e 
Only a copy. | 
Q., Who. was e thay: War- 
nt A vad Wii e Tas 


The warrant was directed to "Jolly 1 
ſon'; the ſatisfaction was ſigned by Jones 
Young, who is dead 18 br x6 years. 

Q. Who was the witneſs, that made- A 


fdavit of the. perfection of Ms 4p r. 
rant ? 7 7 nA 


0 x 


John Ians and Thomns "AN are the 
two witneſſes, but Ians made the affidavit. 

Q, Have you found any other judgment 
among the rolls, Juliana Donovan againſt 
Edward Hay of ewe in the _— of 
Wexford, gentleman? * 

I find on ſearching 3 ate Trioity 
Term, 1750, ſuch a Jae for. ol. pe- 


m, At 


Q. Who was the attorney on a record to 
that judgment ? \ 3 

Mr. Arthur McGuire, now fix 1 He 
it was entered up the judgment. 

.Q. Was he related. to. the n . 
mily ; ; 

wo cannot tell. at 80 I 


o. examined T lord 2 alentia. 


' Only che copy was A in \ that "I 

QQ. Then the only authority for di (hat- 
ing that was barely the affidavit of Ians? 

Barely that affidavit of Ians's; ſatiskaction 
was acknowledged Trinity the 24th and __ 
of George the 2d, 1751. 

Q. ls that an affidavit made in S 

No. It was made before a commiſſioner 
in the country; the commiſſioners have a 
power to receive thoſe affidavits. We never 
take them in the office; we har no power 
to ſwear an Audit to that. | 


| Council for John Any 


l that the Aua method of ai. 
ledging ſatisſaction on the records of Judge- | 
ments in all the courts? 

In the king's bench the method of 1 
ledging ſatisfaction is the ſame, except that 
the attorney does not ſign them ;. the officer 
them een the original Never wes 905 | 
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wt l. ieee theres Wing , 
. Is ſatisfaction achtonledget on we 


record Wg eee 4 darm vine 


Tis Ie is. 155 9403 127 x 
* what av thority was „ oufion a. 
knowledged 2 5 

"By rinws of » copy of this wart and 


: *. other rechrd masnad — 
Jugment by Juliana Donovan gui 
wks Edward Huy n Un. 

dif Nen wg 27 R * 


1 N Is there any farvafion acknowledged 


on the record of that judgment 263 "A 1 107 
There is net. cle e * N nr 


OT 0} ek eien 5 10 7 $ , 
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.Q. Did lady Angleſey ever receive any part 
of the intereſt or principal of this rnoneyß? 
I know nothing at all of che matter? 
Qi: Do not you believe, armee of- 
ten entered in the ON of Pe I 
HORN? nene 


** 4 % 
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ie ue un of i It. e re it, 2 7 1 1.0 Q w_ FX 1 1 
N53 . age 
"The ab this Bunch was ; head , ; and Lee ai marrow. 
e e 9 12 1991; T7 
g 5 ee — fo — 8 * 
1 tt * 1 a 22 4 ok, Int 6, {! N Aas it 
Die Mercurii 20 Mays 1772. i Harem e ety 
t K n 
| a Lord RANELAGH in the chair. eee e 
The hun, 52 Me. Wake, for the petitioner Arthur Reſley. | 
> 1 
My Lords, ihe Wh Fn i os in London, and died wing ive one ba; 


1 am of . in 1 ate for 3 * | 


| neſley, eſquire, who claims the honours of 
viſcount Valentia and baron Mount Norris, 
in caſe your lordſhips ſhall find, that Richard 
late earl of Angleſey died without iſſue male; 
and I muſt ſubmit it to your lordſhips, that 
even if he did leave iſſue male, it would be 
a matter not unworthy your lordſhip's deli- 
beration to eftabliſh the perſon or family, 
who ſhould ſucceed to theſe honours upon a 
failure of iſſue male in that firſt | branch at a 
future day; and more eſpecially as the per- 
ſon, from whom this gentleman deduces his 
title, has been dead one hundred and thirty 
years and upwards ; and therefore that it 
cannot be expected, we ſhould ever have more 


| light in this caſe, than we have at preſent, . 
Sir Francis Anneſley, firſt lord viſcount Va- 


lentia, had iſſue by his firſt lady Dorothea, 
daughter of Sir John Philips, five ſons, 


Arthur his eldeſt ſon, who was afterwards 


created earl of Angleſey, and from whom 
deſcended Richard the late earl; Robert his 
ſecond ſon, under whom we claim, married 
a Miſs Knowles, the daughter of a goldſmith 


William Anneſley, who married one Mary 
Maſon, by whom he had iſſue three ſons, 


John, Ebenezer, and James, and one daugh- 


ter, and died in the year 1707, aged 70 years 
and upwards ; John his eldeſt ſon left iſſue 


Henry and George, both of whom died with- 
out iſſue male; Ebenezer, his ſecond: ſon, 
died without iſſue ; James his third ſon mar- 
ried Suſanna Sicklemore, and died in the 


year Na leaving iſſue three | ſons, the el- 


deſt of whom, William Anneſley, married 
Mary Coles, and died in the year 1767 
1 iſſue three ſons, of whom Arthur the 
preſent claimant is the eldeſt. We ſhall 
prove this caſe, we hope, to your lordſhips. 
ſatisfation ; the firſt witneſs, we ſhall call, is 
John Anneſley, the youngeſt . to _ 
claimant's father. 


eos wit call, 1 
jun Ames. 


0. What v Was s your father name 2 
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_ My:fathir's name was James Anndſtty ; 
s nat Wilkam Runeſley, 


years old next Auguft, 


{> Wa William: poker grandfather. alive 


in your merhory > bir 20 M1 39 PO yy $139 11 

He was, I was about eleven yea of age, 
* he died. | 

Q. Whoſe Sonar chat William n 
to be ? 

227A heacd arp Fender Abe y naher 

and; ſeveral other gentlemen, that w_ est 
grandfather's name Was Robert. l 
Did you ever hear,” whole fon he wn, 
uche time:: 1210 f 

I cannot ſay particularly to PERM bot us 


far as I have heard, his name was Fraheis lord 


Mount-Norris. Robert, 1 think, was the 
ſecond ſon of Fraheis,” but I can't be poſitive. 
as to that; and, I believe, John was the 
* * ſon after him, as I have been informed. 
hear, that Nobert mar- 
ried any perſon and whom ? | 
1 heard, he married one Kiiowlts. I 


think, he had iſſue by that gy my. . 


grandfather William. 
Q. What was the reputation of the .fa- 


mily, how the deſcendants of Robert Rood 


in ſucceſſion to the honours of Valentia ? 
They were . deemed near ren e ihe 
earls of Angleſey. 0 
* What iſſue had William? 
Fe had three ſons-. My na Made had 
one, I never ſaw, his name was Ebenezer, 
What was the Weng u ſons 
of William called? 1 


His name was . : a bag 


N Did he marry any i Why 

He married Mary Chambre. 1 __ them 
ban He was my godfather 3 he left iſſue 
Henry and George, who are both dead : I 


knew them both very well, and went to 
ſchool with them; and they died without 


leaving iſſue Ebenezer died, before I was 


born, without iſſue. I cannot ſay, what 
age he was of, vt earth not —_—y HOO! 


above twenty. 


„ What "x the me of the third fon | 


J ames. | Ws? \ } Anil [1 
Q. Who did he marry 1 
Suſannah Sieklemore. He died in 1702. 


He left iſſue male three ſons; the name of 
his eldeſt ſon was William, my brother, who 
married Mary Coles. He died, 1 W > a= 


bout fix years ago. 
Wu iſſue tid be leave ? 


/ 


"Is 112 5 | 
— tidkng; Arthur the: proſent 


claimant and Philip. vg) nit Dottie , 
Q. . toremember yourgran 


father William? ace 5 ** 1 W ky Wyo hs 15 
He lived in the wants; where I was born, 
und where y fathet dad mother lived, At 


Newbridge in the ner Wexford mm 
four miles beyond Goree. 

O How dong did * ure wich your mo- 
ther, 


I anhet ay non boog 5 he lived cer. 
tainly many years. 


Q. Had he any converſation witk os 
mother touching his'family and pedigree?) 
I do remember, the with other \perfong 
were. enquiring, hat my great grandfather's 
name was; and my grandfather frequency 
told them, his name was Robert ; and my 
mother afteewards"told- derbe e Woes | 


and told ſeveral others... 


Q. Do you rentiomber the wich of Angle 
ſey, James, John, and Arthur? oY. 


I remember every one of them coming to 
vit at my grandfather's houſe. 


In what light did they look on her? 
ey looked on her and us as relations, 


* called us couſins. | 
. Do you remember, earl Arthur's be- 


ing any way particular as to directions, touck- 


ing your mothet's children ? 
| do, Arthur, late earl of Angleſey, lay 
at my mother's for ſome time, when his houſe 
at the Park was burnt ; and he defired my 
mother to keep thoſe children at ſchool ; 
called her couſin, and ſaid, when they were 
ſcholats, he would take care to provide for 
them. I did know Richard, late eafl of An- 
gleſey: I was fintroduced to him at the Hog 
in armour in James's-ſtreet at one Hog's. 
Q. Did his lordſhip at that ans. fo a0. 
knowledge you as a relation fo 
I woas introduced by one Smith; 10 0 
teld Smith, that he knew me very well, and 
that I Was n Cadlter;/ lived in Kevin's-ftreet ; 
and my lord ſaid, my name was Anheſley. 
He wus not lord Angleſey at the time of that 
meeting, he was only _ "Rites; ve. lived 
at Inthicore then. | 
. Did you mention the Fran of Bally | 
en 
* aig; I axked bim, if * was acquainted 
with the Anneſley's of the county of -Kil- 
dare; he faid, he knew them very well, but 
that we were an elder branch of the family, „ 
than they were, | 
* Did You ever ſee him afterwards *. 
WW 3 'T Wy. 


17 
p t o 7 
* 


( 1g) 


104 14id. ke came to Kevin's Areet and be- 
ſpoke a ſide - ſaddle for * lady, that- led 
with him at that time. 
Q. Did he 9 any thing touching 
your branch of the family? a 
He told me, we were the Pr eat 


family of his lordſhip after his death, and 
after the death of lord Angleſey who was 


tden living, and after the un of Charles 


Anneſley without iſſue. 
. Did yon ever ſee ko, aſer he becaine 
rarl.of Angleſey 1 W e 1 
Several n 5 
Q. What account t did he 4 cham? wats 
I happened to go to Bray along with him; 
alas he was earl of Angleſey, and dined there 
with him; and then he acknowledged me 
to be his near Nanny: in the alen ran 
pany at dinner. 0 
Q Were tern any nds enen to your 
family by any of the ſaid earls? 
There was to my grandfather William 
by James earl of Angleſxm. 
Were they at — or how 7 
They were leaſes for lives, renewable for 
ever, of fourteen town lands in the county 
of Wexford. | I am ſure, of four there was, 
but, I believe, there was of the whole. 


„Q. Was Sha hull ie ot the ans: at ch 


time reſerred? | 
I think; they were ſet at 3 petice « or 
eighteen pence an acre, I can't be particular. 
That was certainly greatly under the value. 
What was the Injucegiont a goat 
We h leaſes ? 
Ty believe, it was; as he was | bis malre- 
lation, and in ene and ne no man- 
der dien fit. 755 
„.f Richard, late a ** 8 died 
| without iſſue male, Who, do you believe, 
intitled to the honours of YI and 
Mount-Nortis ?: ban 1 10 ; Ten 


re * WORE Heir. DY 1 
8 a aui, on 6a: age 7 Jobs | 
10 . When 44 Richard lord Angleſey 4 tie : 
I believe; Richard late earl of Angleſey: 
| bi ten or eleven yours 80. * cant t be 
particular. Mon en 1 
Q. Did you hear of his death, about the 
time it dress f 0 ! 
I did. S807 S003 "001 4.606 an 0 | 
2 Have m a aregurd for this 2 


25 


2 — 7 

alk 2 _ 1 
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e N. in tur to. haue wan an tela- 


e $3 1% 109 - ets jon ob 1 e 1 


verſy about the honours of Valentie ſoon 


wn ane, * aun of Angleſey ? 


I did. 14.0 1610) n wen 12 
2 Did you "ok wy en 55 that 
time 5 5% 1% a! AF 
N e eee 1 
Q. Did you pat in 7 dun 5 dabaf of | 
your nephew ? rh 1 oodles aden 
I did not. I Sh 1% 4847 n bis! 
. Mamas a0 the fer of "the Wha 
ant die? b in 1H. e 
About 1 years ago. - on bib" "it 


. Did he n 1 aden he late 

wh of Des ie et in n 
He did. Buß SIE 1 8 | 1924156 
"Q. Did he put in any claim * 10 Noc 


I do not think, he did; he was t wy | 


to a buſineſs, to the law, an attorney; Served 
his zime to one Becher an attorney in 


5 Bride-ftreet, 7 $43; SE T0: O48 7% 


| $4" 5. 
Q. Had your brother William ay good an 


opportunity to know the, pedigree of this fax 
mily as you? 


= 44 N. Did not you hear, there, ak contro- 


I can't ſay. George the fon of Joba took 


this pedigree ſome years ago, and when he 


died, he left it with his widomw, who gave it 
me, and I ſent it:t to g blother oy 
Q. What CN of it ſince ? 
I do nat know. Iſbelieve, be was des 
lant, and never minded it. It was ſet. fort! 


in that pedigree, that my great grandfather 8 


name was Robert. $603k $4 I $) 
Q. Was you, 7 dene. when he dl 
out that pedigree & "by 1 
1 Was. | 330 ir 


When did yÞl- fav that again, - 


be got i ot? ions c 4 9351 


I faw it immediately after he ot it out 3 3 


but I cent't ſay when afterwards, for he 
[ believe, the preſent elaimant, Arthur 


kept it in his on poſſeſſion; for it was: of 
uſe to him, and none to me at that time. I 
do not know, but I ſaw it in a td ee 
but cannot poſitively ſayx,zÆn 

Q Can you take upon you to fears ent 
ever ſaw that pedigree between a month after 
it was taken out, and the time you ſaw it in 
the hands of George's wiſe, ? 


IJ cnnnot fwear poſitively.” - | MY” £2. 
Q. Ho long did George live alter . 
ing out that pedig tree aqui e 00 


He is dead upwards of ee years. 
u 2 . he ten 1 7 4 
F f Jh 260 cannot 
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I cannot 6 poſitive,” but 1 believe be 
| might: I do not know, but he might. 
Q. Are you certain, he did not live Af 


teen years after ? 


I cannot ſay, how long he lived after YI 


am not certain, _ un * not 97 fifteen 


os How long 0 thi Veath of George 


1 did his wife give you this pedigree * 


Soon after; it might be about a kenches⸗ 
month after, I cannot ſay poſitivel oh "She 
n it was of no uſe to her.. 

Q. Did you put any mark on that pot 


gree, when George owed it to _” 


I did not. 
QQ. Will you fwekr poſitively, Mis. wa 
ares, which you have not ſeen for ten or 


fifteen Rs is s the Ee 15 N 
wok out ? 


I believe, it was, i; hy 70 
Q. Will you ſwear poſitively te to it be 
I will not ſwear poſitively to a thing, FR 


is too long ago for me to recollecy” 3 _— 14 
* believe, it was. 


Q. To whom did William ferve "Ki 
time? 

To Mr. Beecher an eminent NY] 
Q. Was not he clerk to Mr. ER RAE" ? 
No, be never was. 

Q Did he write in his office A 1 
He never did. | 

Q. Where aid en your brother 


| 1 0 0 ive? 


In Gorey. 

Q. How far is that from owe een ? 
About five miles, I believe. 
Q. Where did he die? 

In Gorey. 0 
WL Had he been reſident at O gia m 


the time of the late 95 en "Wy is own 
death? e | 


0 was, 4 dy | one Fay; 


Wu 90 Did William ever mention in the fa- 


mil after the late earl's death any claim, 
that he had at the carl's een 1 mw Ms 
ow died without iſſue ? \ 


le ſeldom came to Dublin; and 1 le | 
7 lived in-Kevin's ſtreet almoſt forty years; ſo 


that I had no oonvetſation on chat 1 
with him for many a 


QQ. Did he ever mention in the funity 
any claim, he had to the honour of Valentia 


on a ſuppoſition of the rs "wy; dying m_ 
out ifſue'?. Pat n 0 if 
I cannot ſay, IJ ever e bim OY kad 


do not believe, I did: I do not believe, he 


was ever in Dublin ſince. 


* * b 
£ 7 
4+ * N 
3 
y * 4 
Ws, , 


1 bo 


0. Did 1 ever hake ry fuck cli, , of 
MS, 4) 1434.4 ann WR 7. —4 
I cannot (af, whether he did or not. BH 
Q. Do you believe, he did or no? Dy. 

I cannot ſay, whether he did or no. 
Q Can'you' form any belief about it 2 

I do not know, but he might. 1 believe, 
at that time he did not make any claim. 

Q. Did he ever make Elaine TN" the late 
earl's death? 

J cannot ſay, I do not FR: but * 
might. I cannot form a belief, whether he 


did or no. I do not know, whether my bro- 


ther had as good an opportunity as I of 
knowing the pedigree of the family, but 1 
ſent to him the pedigree, and I do not know, | 
whether he ever troubled his head ane: « 
for he was an indolent man. 

Q. At wu time did e ſend the ped 
gree ot 

Many years 50 11 belive cighteen years. 


G W * did you s learn this account, you 
have given of your pedigree ?' Was it out of 
w_ paper, the widow gave you? 

No, it was not out of that, I had it Hh 
my forefathers ; from my grandfather and my 
uncle, and my relations Henry and George, 
and from my mother, that my muy an 


father died abroad. 


2 Whee did your grandfather * OK 

A «> Fn g's 

Q. You was but nine years old thew'; was 
you when nine or eleven mr old. Ve 
curious in this? ASS RO. 
Indeed, I believe, I was; for I was aways 
a very comical little fellow. © © - 

Q. Upon the death of the late earl 'of 
Angleſey did you write to your brother to 
put n 4 ys «> "_ _ or ſend to 


him? „ Wet 
I did r not; hs I had ſomething all * 40 
to mind my trade and buſineſs. 4. 5 


Q. Are you acquainted with the family of 
Ballyſax ? 

No; but I have ſeen FROGS forefathers 
F rank, Maurice, and John,atmy grandfathers. 

Q. You faid, the claimant is deſcended 


from Robert, ſecond ſon of Francis. Did 


you ever hear a m_ of that Robert ”— 
ing very young 0094! 

He could not be very young, for hw "ey 
my anal He * ber at eiten 
perhaps. 

Q. Did you ever hear i in the family where 
he Aer: ; 

I can't ſay ; he died abroad. 
my Qi. Did 


(ns 


Q Dia d ever. ber il reputed-in the 
family, th at ee eee TT 

& How maky children had: Francis the 
father of that Robert?h; 

Three, 1: believe, ann or four, *¹ 
can't ſay how many. FOUL e r 
Q Did you ever hea, he had any fon 
by « ſecond wife? in Ts l a6 


ſa | $, R N tad; ny w 
10 * 9 o e Y 2 — . 8 e 
can 7. 8 * h 


id you ever ber! l ONES 

1 cannot ſay. 1 cannot pretend to ſay a 
thing, I did not hear j he might have two 
Roberta, for ought I kn.. I can't give any: 
account of them, only the one I mention. 
Did you ever hear, he a} eee 

bert ? Or that it was o reported Kar, 

I did not; but he might for ought . 
What put that in your head then ? 

It was a filly expreſſion perhaps to ſay 
a thing; I knew nothing of; any möôre than 
ſurmiſe. Francis was the firſt earl. of wm 
gleſey, as I heard my grandfather ſay. 

Q. Is that the ms of we ily? 2 

It was, I think. * 177 7 


en Bramined by the c,. 


- 0 Whete yon: get _ no 7 
It was taken earn nnd . 
Q. Who was he7 , 6 i * 
I was informed, he was a berald at mg 
he lived in Chambre ſtreet at that time. 
neſley family ? 


poſitively. DUE e e d 
Q. What titles. or honours was be created 
101 2604 4074, Gn Wonne 
Lord Won lla Nori, and Viſcount 
Valentia. ! {4 
Any other- 9113 Wn „ ˖ 1! 0-0 Et 
I cannot-ſay, at that time. I do bel 
he was afterwards lord: "Angleſey. 1 95 
Q. Are: you . ow ob: un of 
the Han erento ih ei en AY 
J believe it equally. 113. 3 


Q If the late earl died without iſſue _ 


would your Nephew Arthur hang. S/N to 
. title of earl of Angleſey? * 
I believe, he would t My brother woukk) 
if he had Ae em in the ſame 
__ ae NN 


M Sn 


Qi. Did you Wi, DP: relations of Re 
ade of Courteen ? 
Never ; I knew not ſuch a Emig. - 
Q. Had your: great grandfather Robett a 
brother, whoſe name was Peter f 


young into-ather families? 


1 believe: ein Francis, n, tay 


. — 
ON 


< 


10 18722 90 een. WR af! 9 al... 
Q. Or brother $i 3882 in Seng? 
Not that Ecan recolle& to have h 
Q. Or Samuel ? Lo bavil 
No. Arog Sh ow N zahn im 1 | 
Q. What other :relatioiiythad- you beſides | 
of your father's or grandfather's? 
.L--reinember my uncle g father, und 
grandfather, when Liwas a ch. 1 id 7 
2. Can. you/recolleR ang relations in "a 
county of Wextatdi?=1 2y2ilid 1 turd lt 


Yes ; the Coles, and the Whites, and 
Philpots. . 1 . 


ans ww 


Q. Any other can you 


. rr 99) 
a v4 4 


I cannot ſay. 
Q.: Do you m en of the nde 
of Anneſley $65 * Fs 111 12 1 ( ** 5 if 1 


Ves, ſurely, there was my. uncle's "A 

mily John Aineſley. ttt 
Q. Any other. 5 dean 
There was no other, but my cn family. 
Q. Do you demember wen 1 of. the 

name of Anneſley? gußh a ads 
No, I do not. 35 wks, 
Q. Do bag ee your wlations mare 


* 7 
Xx on. At 12 
1 1 5 tl bs 


N N 30 


Ves into the Cole's ily 'hough wy 
were relations before. Nenne 1 95k £38636 
Q. Have you ever heard it ſaid,-that your 
„ grandfather had any ſiſters enen an 
I cannot ſay. L believe, he might have a: 
filter married to one Malo, à goldſmith in 
London; for I remember to have heardg; 
chat a coral: 2 cin n dent to me * 

0A 0401.0! 6271591. e "of 1364. Dx) 3 

1 Had your great grandfather a Gt, 

named-Dorothy; or Catherine 
I cannot recolle&. | There never. u was any 

fach, queſtion aſked me. It was other gen- 
tlemen were talking to bim about the family. 
Q. Did he tell "or Bae dis eo 


or eee 1 > © £oaba] 
Noam ao grin eas 1 1120 
„5 Dido pan never hear ra 1 
Courteeni 2 React 6 me 
Never. 7 11 1 77 "2361 
Q. Did you ever bear chat Sir F nach 
had. two wives? if Vier As: o b une wil 
I never did. . FP in $a Cath 8 

as Rods To var ia 1% wor 2 


1; Examined or the wen, Jun.” «763 


How did wi / know Lyngar to þ hea 
herald at Arms 100 Name 
MCAS... 
Q. Where did you ſee bim deliver that 
pigs to George ? 1 


a 


0 16 * 


in nn I believe, or Pimlico; ; 
fome where that way in the Eibeny. 1 


lied? | Fonts? 30 
I cannot ſay, whoſe houſ. 7 
Wes ainpioffice kept there “. 
I ſeen no οον , ο 15 £1983 Io -t 


„Hehe o reer deaf whbther Robert, 
or his father Nnindis; died Grftv? ?? 


db bdlieve;: Francis died rte I can't iy 
1 dut [ believe Wan * M. bo Wag. 


bas col e bas le o 1 2 Y 


oy a i Hay ue. ba. 


12 * ness 
4 ; Whatage en no ofl 
Seventy two, I think. Edward is m 

made me. In wavy eee ee e 


Q. What was your mother's! Maiden 


name ? io Yor 5 
Elizabeth Annefley.- 000 ON 288 O94 
„ Mhoſe dzughter was ſhe?) el 
She was daughter of . 
Q. How long is your mother dead? . 
- Above. fifty years: I was not above nine 
or ten years old, when ſhe died; do remem- 


ber William Annefley, - who) wsd my grand 
father; and I remember.my uncies, when 1 


duns u lictle. child. I heard my grand father's 


father's name was Robert Ahnneſley, but I 
never ſeen him J believe, he was gone, be- 
fore I wa born. 1 enen who was the 
father of Robert. 1 101 , 
Did quuener Fe diatWilkinm gen 
grand father was related to the Ang 
fas 7 6 190161091 4$-7 1946 4 907 I 


4 
3 


Indeed I e that, but be | fay 


+ n 


"hint relation: I aw lord Angleſey at ug, 


father s; and de called my mother ohujn 


Do y remember the earls John, 


James or Arthur viſting your mother "BY 
Indeed I do. Earl John or- ban: 


tell which, I remember, gave me money, I 
believe; it was the! middlemoſt of itKe thiee, 
and he offered to renew a leaſe, and my mo- 
ther was weak enough to refuſe it modeſtly, 
*dlhe'canievagaity, which he never did; and 
he offered to take my little ee 
a page of him. bi 18 1. 

Q. Did you ever hear any of thoſe ade 
ſay, whüt branch Gf dhe kamihyn wor what 
rank your family held ? 


© Þdo hot member j he ryightz and I not | 
remember i it. 


I was a child. emf tis ht 4 
| Gen 941 
100 1 1150 aid 200 neu hib end | 1 


7 UP 
. 4 900 61 397 oaths 
al... 


Q. At whoſe: houſe - wn it en he. 


1 


6 


den menu. Fobs 4 
1300 i 32008 v7 It 10 36 el. len 2 

Q. Who was the father of Nobert? 
I never heard, whowas the fatherof Robert; 
William never told me. Iwas bat 2 child. 
Q Do you! n eee that 
was juſt now examined 4 wn walter 
Mes, He ind qnar:relavion; Aa line Aer 
than 1; we are brothers — 


we went to one ſchool together.. 1 


Q. Was you as well dcytainged wich Wil- 
liam. Annbfley, as chat John Anneſley was ? 
ws, barring that he uias two years older 
jT, nenne eee 


enough. Ln 447 4 eto 6 M 
-Q,W a5-you ee SEA heh Wil- 


liam your nne _ _— . 
jr aut ap teh ien and 20:6 DC 


[ vas achild, and I de na. remember any 


r te; Ri l 


was is not from. your- greed father 
Wiliam, that you got this account . 


Ten do-hibg.mgtt wy mother and un- 


cles Ultogether. 1 416 211 r 38 i . 


Q. Did you ever heat af Mit *. ? 

I did. 

Q. Did yon ever hear of ber Sing mar- 
ried to any of your family? 
I did, $0 mn grandfsther William. Lean 
not be ſure, whether it was Knowles or Maſ- 


ſon he married. 1 know n pi "or 92 2 
3 8 2 6 1 1 on 1 Es 


5 p Loma gh! . 
Nn '4 KI OF Fe 


I 54 ve, Elias; Ae, —— 
met 450 #40 
. What was your maiden emed 
My maiden name was Edwards, er we. 
ther's name was Martha Jewel. 
Q. Did you d lord — that had 
but one ce? | 
I have ſeen a. Hasi / 
Q. Did he viſit any fiend er relations of 


. 1 8 F 
8. 121 3 1 «Bt e944} 7 E 3 33s . 3 ret 18 1 


1 bave ſeen nim at my father's houſe; my 
grandmother's name Was Elizabeth Anneſtey. 
Q. What relation are * to the claimant 
Arthur? 1 (URO D104. 
His father and my father: work we nen 
bittere whil wen z we are ſecood-coufins,-. 7 
Q. Did you ever hear this lord Hts 
ſay any thing of the btanch of the family of 
Anneſley, that your ate related to? 
When I was a little girl, he has dn 


* 1 
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©; Fs n inmate 
= eite me J fonune.³ 
Ge was We reputstion of the an., 
F touching. the, b ck öff. en, ol 
- was. related to? 3 * 1 
Mu grand mother vp - 
Wrong pede rp neo Ye 
lord ,Althaw always.galics my vr and my 


grand mother cu, ? e 


Q. What Was tha #epytation; of the far 


milys E Va; 


lentia |: 0 I buf, 200. £33 4 14140 „ h1&9%! | 
I cannot anſwer 4 1 was i child; ; exerpt 


that:L heard; my fsther ſay, bis confin Wil- 


liam Anneſley was. nent heir, if, lord, Al- 
cham diet! [without 
other brothers, Henty and George, chilaren 
of ancther biether they were of the elder 
line, but were dead a good while befors m 
father died. My father had been zeceiver 
in the family. to Arthur lord Angleſey be- 
fore my time, and ſaid William was the next 


heir after Henry and George died; whg, were 


the ſons of the eldeſt ſon. Old Wilham 
| ap e- Gen ben eee ara * 


0 examined for the bail. Phu. 


; 95 . Hor d ein bon, when le e 


put you in his lap? AM arm 1otwedt 
..: Abgyit eight heart old. "William, . 
torney wes Henry's ut nm 
Q. Was on Watt lord Aube. d 
told you o 


I was the pe ho üer ad 0 520 2 


bis name was Arthur: I believe. Las not 
acquainted. wich, the father of the, petitioner; 

ſince. Harry and Geoige. died, 14d Hears, that 
e to be carl of Angleſey. n. 


. Ee e ae, Hm laß, un ae 
Ns 


; [1 


my ly y your: rname? 


; her. was. Joh e they are both 
degd, My huſband lefe vo iſſue male, Twas | 
married about twenty years, before my . 
band died ; I was martied in 1734, ane 

died in 17513 he has told me, there was 5 
alliance between his, 1157 y and the Angleſey 
family; I have heard ſays that he him- 
felf was next in alliance after Richard jate 


car] of Angleſey, and captain Charles * A 
20 if 1 <2 


velley. I aſked. bim, whether Ftancis of 
Bally ſax was a nearer relation of the family ? 
be 100 me, they N equally allied to the 


Angleſey, family 3 but that he himſelf was 
an elder branch of the family than Mr. Au- 


veſley of Ballyſax; he ſaid, he would be 


next in remainder after 8 Anneſley y, if 
"Ihre Angleſey died without lawful — My 


(oo). 


| 5 le wa before I was married, be I 1 


* 82700 Ae 
„ Dy. Four age 
nearef or, further b * 


oFpe;.., [T hers: were qwo 


Len a widow of George Arg, * 


under lord Angleſey 2. 49111 


huſaps's Gebet, had. lap WM 
two brothers 
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e Dams 
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ts Lays nity Folly 


Ihen 6 
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n 
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EEE; 1 58 „il Kein 
1 hi family, Was 


: do gipww 
* ee ED 3 
but that my h © family was Why; elder 
bfan ch. $0144} 13 439 bil Dns 682 ee 


1  noqu Glavin Ton Ame. 


1. 4 


as i Did yaur buſband. know; the late nj of 
Angleſey had vo children? © 7. 
He had three daughters. 


\Q Fig got y Fa? 10 be con * 


n 


| Angleſey yourſelf 


n ambition did not lead we to b 0 
not expect to liys ſo tba. 


G. Did, not von tell ol. i; to Four com: 
pany, and take place of yout companions, gg 
acgount 1 e ; 7476 2 1 N 


never de deer d 46 my 
"Q. Did not 358 rbulband þoalf of 5008 


Never Gs than in converſation 15h 


Welte . wn ae n e 1 IS 
dual fer. ihe Petitioner. tribir F991 \they 


+S 
i 
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dome, 1 an 15 
Proced 8 the un wag u. . 


ASS 


0 05 Wr i your wg bx FE 9 0 bo i 


My name was Elizabeth Sq alle 


Elt ob. tb wi a Bare 0 1 
W 


. 6 


. 4 5 your. huſband in any, ui 


After Charles Kavanagh he 1 as New - 


ard dor ſpme time. at the houſe of Bray; * 


was there, from the time Kavanagh came 
thete, *cill Kavanagh died. I was very well 


8 aàcquainted 


— % 5 Web 
Heory; 


vcqualated with Th les "I 3 4s died 
nt Jord Angleſey's "houſe in Bray about 
; twenty years ole be was buried in Bray. 
Q. Lock 4 at pocket | book very Cate 
Fully i . 35 1 ** „ie ier 0B) 
1 wrote "e name LF * in England, "If it 
is there, I will tell you. Yes, this Fm 
Kavanagh's pocket bock. 
Q. Had you it ever deore! 0 1 
I had; I took it out of his pot en 
he died at Bray. He gave the up a 
things, little papers, and trifles, that he had. 
1 did attend him in his laſt ulneſß, and his 
laſt words, e bid me take an account of 
his, things and cloathes. I gave them to 
Thom. Smyth, & ho ſerved as do boy, aug 
potatoes, and did other aa hs about the 
Houſe, : 5 
Q. Was Thom. Bens EX; 
this trial . | | 


- 
et, XN 


by * * . 
* 1 60 
. 4 * 


8 


*®TF #71 


boy; I did not 5 chat Thom. | Sm of 


England aa 
Q. Do you ſee the name Charles Kan. 
nagh i in that book? i 
Ves; he put his own finger on tis; Rad. 
ſaid, See, I was witneſs to à marriage in 
N 2 Lane. His own _ ſhewed it 
N. Is that Charles Kavanagh 
Ing in that pocket oo 
1 am ſure it is his hand wing, as, , tha 
God made the wor orld. ; 


* 
- 
12 


05 W on the 1 part oof brd 1 


2. How often have ou been married ? 
Four times. ſent huſband is my 
fourth, My firſt Ras vs was Richard Do- 
novan. | bo 
'Q. Who ahorwitds * e 
John Eden of 1 of a 1 
man's family, he was an enſign in the me 
Scotch, he died in Bray. _ 
Q. Was your | firſt huſband. of a en 
man' s family? _ | + 
le was of a very good, Wei y 
both by father and mother indeed; his mo- 
ther was of the Nixons, a family of repute, 
and who have an eftate in the country; but 
my huſband's father was reduced in the lat- 
ter time of his life to a low. ebb ; but chat 
did not make him leſs a gentle 
Q. Who n you. to Richard Dono- 
van? 
1 minitter in Cork ; 1 don t know, who he 
was; he Was dared 5 


by 1 * 
Pte 


and my huſband would not ſuffer it. 


1178 y 


A Wub married Jou to Eden? 
Laurence Neil at my * houſe in Bay ny 
#761 or 1760. I can't tell niche. 550 

Q. Wu be clergyinat of; cha- 


| 22 Nee 
I bever beard "of bis ener, 
vt to his prejudice: He was very poor: He 
had no living, that 1 know A but ſome of 
the clergy made up for him. T often gave him 
| that myſelf; a little bowhof butter, and 
cheeſe; and thoſe ſorts of things. 1 never 
heard any ing to og: of ny no of his cha- 
racker, | JIWIAR nr 
"Dit you Wk affidavit once 25 to : 

the goodneſs of bir cbarzüer? En ot 


rater? wit | (a 
any Ut 4 


I did, from what knowledge” 1 ws, that 
he had a good moral charaier,” 2 
Q VR. * 50 aner you wn made that 
at 7 Boon e e Sri oo 4 ottc1 
"A ob 4 pooh ever eder her ai 
vie 7 * | RET 1 1 950 
* 44 4 IN boa "Nt we hs 5 1410 = . 14 ch ho 1 


"__ ee 

To Charles Kavanagh's death. Conner 
Donovan, Mark White, Mr. Walker the 
notary publick, and John Ians, came to 
Kileool from the county of 'Wexford, and 
ſent to Bray for me. Mr. Eden, my buſband; 
- Wouldnotler me ge ft all I did not go, to be 
ſure; and counſellor Donovan, Mr. White, and 
Mr. Walker came toBray to Charly Moran's. 
Counſellor Donovan asked me, if 1 would 
make an affidavit as to Kayanagh's death ; 
and 1 faid, I would ſend for the woman, who 
laid him out; and when the woman, came, 
he asked me, if I ever heard lord Angle- 
ſey call Mrs. Donovan lady Angleſey. She 
was called by lord ' Angleſey July and Au- 
guſt, She was called miſs Donovan when 


CW wx 


it looked very oa; whack 1 de ven dee 
with child ſhould be called miſs. And be ſaid 
you muſt be called Mrs. Betty, and I wit 
called ſo two or three days in the houſe, | 
lord Angleſey faid, well you may call her 
Mrs. Dick; and fo I was called Mrs. Dick 
Donovan, nd ſhe was called Mrs. Donovan. 
N. Which affidavit did you make firſt? 
I can 't tell Which; dut the laſt I made, 
I think, but will not be poſitive, was that 
I made at Moran's. Counſellor Donovan 
alſo asked the woman, whether ſhe ever 
heard of called 12 e and the aid 
1 
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6 my )' 
<4 Dis joe ear her called 10 . 


Not till afrer-ths Weed: to lord jo 


gleley 3 1 heard a M e _ her fo after 


wards. all. 7 vt 22 pls „ K 
Wbst » was” Gee of your mak · 
ing thoſe affidavits ? Were they to be uſed 
in any conteſt or litigatio nr? 
1 do not know, what a litigatioinlis,;-- 
Did you ever hear at that time of wy 
conteſt about ide mee of lend Velen. 


tis? 1 


Noe, 100 not hear that at chat a 0111 


took it to wenn, ere e 


your leaſes, & 3 GS aal 
2 5 you ever * a certificate of the 


marriage of lady 4090 4 before _ 
either of thoſe affidavits:? . . 

I can't ſay, whether it was Te or after; 
it was after, I believe. Mr. Talbot ſhewed 
me the certificate in Bray, but whether it 
was before or after, I cannot ſay. I heard 
of hs: Pale, wa Neil told me n 


Was. 
e coull ths nder of Nell be 
material as t6 thoſe ninety nine year leaſes ? 


I cannot ſay: L never heard, that Neil was 


a witneſs to thoſe ninety nine year leaſes,” 

Q. Was Kavanagh 3 incerete in 
thole' ninety nine year leaſes ?. 

1 cannot tell; he was dead. 7 wi 

Q. How came it to be material, that the 
deach of ee ous be en from 

* 
= was my . Richard Donovany, 
that aſked me; and faid, they were on no- 
thing of any conſequence. 

Q. Do you know ure Donovan * 

Very well, 5 5; 

Q. Was he a e e of good ange, 
and a conſcientious mann; 

Yes he was, and I ds "TR aol I 
have known him, ever ſince I was married. 
Tam ſorry, he had any hand in what he had, 
the ſigning the certificate ; in i Now 

Donovan's name to it. 5 

K How you Row, he ſigned cheer 
nden of 

From the knowledge of his: hand, nat” 
from the information of the miniſter. Sw 
rence Neil, 

Q. Did Cornelius 1 ell you any 
thing about the certificate ? 53 

He never did, never a word ] it was Lau- 
rence Neil told me. 

- Q. What did Laurence Neil tel you, about 
the —_— ? 


In dome tine "after 1 heard lord Auel), 

bad been married, up the country, 9 
ſaid, it was no ſuch thing; and, I belie ve, 
in a month after, Neil came downs and e- 2 | 
led at my houſe; and lay there that night, 7 
and ſaid, I have married your ſiſter-. To 
whom!?. ſaid 1. To lord Angleſey, laid. her 
a has he not a wife and children ? ſaid 

Neil ſajd, That is no matter 3 we made 
& K.cartibivate! too. How did you do that ? 
ſaid I. I wrote the body of the certificate, 
ſaid. he; and, ſaid he, Cornelius Donovan 
and Jack Ians ſigned the witneſſes to it, and 
it was: antedated 3 this certificate at the 
publick marriage was brought down, and 
held up at a diſtance; and that lord Angle- 
ſey ſaid. before the company, | Mr. Neil is 
this your hand writing ? Yes, ſaid Neil, that. 
is my hand writing, I will. give my oath, 
ſaid he. But, ſaid I, would you give your. 
oath, that' you married them that year it was 
antedated to? No, pot for the WT laid 
EL, 


Q. How long after he marriage in 172 
was this? 

] cannot 67. To. FA beſt of my know- 
ledge, I think it was a month; I will not 
ſay poſitively, but what I am very ſure of. 
My huſband Richard Donovan was preſeaty 
| When be told me this, DE TO 

Q. Was it in the morning? eas eats 

No, it was in the evening, for be bay 
there that night, It was the evening he 
eame from ee n e ee 1 
lieve. E ok 

Q. Did he e it 28 2 ſecret 3 

le did not bid me tell it to any body. Said 

nothing of a ſecret at all. 

Q Wa it after this, you made e the ai 
a e 
I cannot as, but Wale, it ws. 
Q. After this you made an affidavit, that 
Neil was of a good moral character; ] 
Poverty might have obliged him to it, as 


lord Angleſey allowed him twenty pounds a | 


year out of Bray, and as he would not ſwear 
to it, 

Q. Was you e befor 555 Lards 
in England? FAO 

a 
Wes Did you mention any thing of chat 
twenty pounds a year © «od 

Yes, I. did. I told them of it, he CS 
had twenty pounds a year, and that I had 
his receipts. 


2 La a ns aden before the Lords, 


\ 
4 
*. 
9 
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5 5 
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| 


| 
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| told fomethiag' o of this declaration 
of . to wor yOu 15 | Mott R 


AG 6 Hale 4 en BRUT . 


e non se 


* 


the man; that ſtiewed me that certiftbate in 
my houſe at 
and Lai that is not Charles Kavanay 


Hand; dnd Mira Talbot (id; hands ahh 
T don't 
bew but it might) but 1 Faid;I'think, 1 


differ at his time f life. I fads 1 


knowthe other band do but I did not 


do. Mr Talbot of Cafſtletalteot ern 
Bray; And I - brought: the book, 0 


rate, whoſe it was? Nor would | ever men- 


in queſtion. 


tion Cornelius Donovan, «ty my wn was 
115. 20 4. 2 Meiden Is 

Was Mr! Tuldot's thowlng you Hat 
wertifficte; nee N ee affidavit; 
or not? 
2 tell; raid not takes! the dup of 
the month. | ut 
Did riot you! 


k . 
54 231 2 di + 18 


* 1 FT 4 * $ 4. 2 


tay. deſore the Lotds 


dat ne ſhewed that eettificate, before 15 


made the laſt affidavit? 


I think, 1 faid if Was between the inaking | 
the two affidavits. I am not poſitive." J #54 


Q. What was the 0ccaſion of your amin | 


ati affidavit av to the character of Neil 
. Auer tell, what wy” woked it from ms 


1 ks ie nt to ſupport th ret of 


that certificate? "oh 
I do not know: i een 05, e 
20 What do RY | 
I cannot tell, what it was "IM be 
] asked my brother Richard, what it was 


Tent it to lady Dorothy. 


me." I dd eeibelh deites/ from Mei * 


bois, and I gave it to the Lords in Engla 


80 by: that m yo Went to 5. 
e e bnhowd « b as 
Ves, and on wink des he had for Wan i 


Was it the rere n maus: 
the letter and ſummons? unn gh 


Les; Little had lived with lord Angleſey 
a great while ago. * AY. WO 116 


* 5 8 


THI of 


vw 0 * T 
* "FW 2 { | 


Q. Did you mention! to Mrer Dubois or 


to any agent of her'sz that you could) _ 
teſtimony? 


Na; due I told a woman in Biby, of: ir 
in chat, and ſhe took àn account of it, and 
That was ten 
years ago; I think; I Was called to ene 
to prove ſome words I dropped here. 

Q. When was nem fummonsde- 
livered ?- e "Iv MW $9 14 0 

It was. the Shed of Jae be — 
J think. I was kept four months there 3 
was forced from my children, and came 
home ſometime in April: 1 did mention a 
letter of Cornelius Donovan, that I forgat 
to bring over to England;) ||: 10 

Q. Have you got that 0 * 

I have not. I did mention; that 1 did dot 
We it and the receipts oy felt I -thould- 


45 bs 


OMA 


hurt Cornelius Donovan, ': N att T6 ** 3 
Q. Have yo that lecer and the receipts. 
now $4 "is F 12 nn * 


about; and what was the occaſion of their 


wanting an affidavit of Charles Kavanagh ; 
and he ſaid, it did not ſignify at al. 
Q asked you, as to the affidavit you 


© made as to the character of Neil? qt 


I don't know, ' what they wanted tt le ; 3 
nor whether they wanted it to ſuppott the 


character and credit had Net, or wad credit 


of the certificate, © 


Ido not know any title about it · 
Q. Did you know Mrs. Dubeis? 
I never ſaw her till in England. In never 


| had communication or correſpotiderice with 


her; never ſpoke a wotd to her ; hever faw 


| her, till I ſaw her in England. 


Q. Who was it went with you to En- 
= oY | 


"One" Jokit Eicke u webt of dy loses, 
the late lord's, who was very unwelcome to 


Q. Did not the dub of imat dkasdt er- 


preſs, that it was made on the priſtidd of | 
lord Valentia ? 


No, I have: 5 500 This Little, that was | 
ſent over, I believe, by lord Mulgrave, got 
a key from me, and run through my papers. 
J loſt them and ſome-other papers. J can- 
not find them; and there is a more mates 


rial paper yanting dun . 3 _ my a a 
leafe wanting. 00} 6 


Q. Did Little find wem? 


OE * 4 7 
IJcannot tell. 7 40 1 25 U Þ 21 5 y 
Q. What do you wen 7 Mn „ tes 
I cannot ſay. bk 1 


Q. If thoſe bad 1 the bands ef ld 
ee ee we not * e Ane pe 
them 7 8 

I cannot tell, abs * 

Was your peel before tbh; 1 6. 
that you would not oy pry w_ fear he 
out be hanged'? en een 

I did; and I told 4 10 lord 8 
ks. he gave me his honour, that a Tad of 
his head ſhould not be touched. 1 

Q. What were the contents of the Jeqnir ? 

It was all on account of a {v)- that he 
wrote ; and when he correſponded with me, 


FRYE 


. 


0 


de did not write in . dan he wrote 


with a round (v). 


. Was 


( 121 55 8 


N Was you u afraid, ** would bang! him ? 
I was afraid, it would hurt him, . 
2 When were thoſe letters wrote 15 
7 oh know not. It may be, they were wrote 
ten years before that, for 4 1 know. 
had letters enough of theirs, 
Q. Have you any of them "hb 
No, L have not one-line belonging to them} 
for I was. ſearching about my own Airs, 
not. theirs, and never got a line, 
1 Did you know general Whirled Gr 
EL. dt 
- I How long 39 01 you kiew, bim 105 
I do not know. 
2. Did 1 ever live with kim? 


* 5 


Ves. 

a Whete 

At the F oreſt. 

A Whendid you * ? 
1 know not the year. Mrs. Parnel was 
| the gentle woman was in the houſe. 


place? 

Les in, Diawtndiren. 8808 half a year 
in all. 1 was as a. houſekeeper. Mrs. Parnel 
knows, how I lived with him, and will tell, 
if you have a mind to aſk her. I Was earn- 
ing honeſt bread; for Mr. Donovan was 4 
trooper, and not able to ſupport me. I did 


not live with the general, but with A. 


Parnel, who took me there: 5 

Q, Do you know They, Corr a an 1 
tepey ? e OY 
do not. 

„Q What time did you live in Barben 
| fireet?. | | 
"0 1 cannot tell how long. 6 

A, Was it before lord Anglee 4. or 
* . 
"L was s before be died, 2 

2 do you know Joſeph Banniſter, or r any 
ef that name? 

No, indeed, I do not know any of them. 
I was a very little time there, and Mrs. 
Parnel and three ladies more, her 3 8 
ters, were there. 

Q. We deſite the certificate of 1741 may 


©. produced to her. Look at the name 


Ion Donovan there? | 

This is not the certificate at all, a in 
England. 

Whoſe hand writing is the 42250 

Nixon Donovan to that certificate ? 

I do not know, whoſe hand writing it is. 

Q. Can you form a belief ? 

1 do not know, whoſe hand writing it is, 

Q. Do you know Mr. Dennis Byrne? 


rn rere > 


Q. Did in live with him in x aber 


2 ag 1 


„Q. Was that he cence Mr. ra 


mewed you ? 
JO my knowledge it is not. 
1 What do you believe . 
I cannot form a belief about i it J but to my 
TA ledge it is not. 
Q. 1s Dennis Byrne a man of good cha- 


raQ Ser? 


He i is a very honelt m man, if a poor man 
can be ſo. 


7 ey 5 N 
n 


WY Had you any. converſation with bim 


as to the reaſon of your going to England? 

I do not know but 1 had ſeveral times. 1 

. 0 Did you tel] him, that you had ay 
malice « or ALES to lady Angleſey F 

No, indeed, 1 never did. 

Q Did | not you tell him, that the cauſe 
of your going to England was ſpite or malice 
to lady Angleſey, or any words to that i im- 
port 

1 declare, 1 never did, 

Did you tell him, you had a | reſentment 
to lord Valentia on account of his N you 


out of Camolin- park ?. 


I never did, All, he did to me, was in bis 


childhood, and I "2A oy, bim. Counſellot 


Flood went down'to oran's, and he was in 
company with Byrne, and in a day after, or 

ſome. ſuch thing, Byrne c came to me, when I 
was very ill, and ſaid, he faw lady Angleſey. 
Did you? ſaid | Yes, ſaid he; and ſaid, 
what need you go to the parliament houſe to 
be evidence againſt lord Valentia, No, in- 
deed, , ſaid I, 1 would go twenty miles on 
my foot, betors 1 would appear apainſt bimg: 
But if I am ſummoned there, I muſt inevi- 
tably declare the ſame, Leid in England, be- 
ing upon my oath, I did not declare any 
reſentment at being turned out of the Park, 


but counſellor Flood introduced that con- 


verſation, as Byrne told me, and ſaid, he 
told Mr. Flood, I. was very ill uſed ſome- 


time before; but I ſaid, I had forgiven it 


all, and had no malice or ſpite. 


Herez what the Wituſt had. pet wer - 


read to her, and ſhe was aſked, if that 
was her Depoſition, and ſhe ſaid, Jes: 


Q. As to o that pocket book; what did you 
3 with it, after you took it out of Kava- 
nagh's pocket? 

It lay in a trunk with cloaths, 

Q Was it an open trunk? 

H h No: 
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to lord Angleſey? 


9 I had the care of that wink "oi 

Q How came you to take that pocket book 
of Kavanagh's ? . 

It was among every other mine. All nis 
effects did not amount to ten ſhillings, 1 


was the only one, that took care of him. He 
lay thirty weeks ill on the bed: The beds 
were ſpoiling, that be lay under, and my 


huſband fajd, I ſhould pet anger about the 


beds, and my huſband wrote to lord Angle- 


ſey; and lady Angleſey writ down word to 
have him put on ftraw 3 and I ſaid, I would 


not put him on ſtraw, for that the poor man | 
Would ftrip and be loft on ſtraw, and a bed 
would not ſignify much, and I would not do 


it: And about three days before Kavanagh 
died, he called to Mr. Donovan, and my 


| hulband ſaid,. he was afraid, Kavanagh was 


; and Kavanagh deſired me to give 


Um tome ſyrup of ſquills, and 1 ſaid, 1 


would. And Kavanagh faid, Mr. Dohovan, 


3 I am going to appear before the great tribu-⸗ 0 
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I never laid a hard word on you't to my lord. 
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Donovan; for they uſed to ſay, Kavanagh 


would tell ſtories to lord Angleſey, who was i 


very violent and terrible in his paſſions. 
Fe: Did Jou ever e chat . the 
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pocker book? 1 . 
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me leave it to the eo] boy? 


Did you ever her chat pock book 
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three, or four years after the hard fro. 1 
do not know the year, I was married to m 
firſt huſband, 1 lived with him, till de die 
Q. Ho * 5 5 7K your: ** hal 
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writing of Cornelius Dondyan?? 


Ves; and I fhould know it, 1 Melee! 
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| "father s name was William 7,8 i 
died; 1 think, in 1767 I am not certain 3 
I knew dis brother, and his mother my 
4 ana ber maiden name was ran 
 Sicklemore, _ 19181 
Q. Had you any deriverfgciol wie her 
touching her husband's familß ?: 
1 bad. I aſked her the name of my grand 
father's. father? ſhe told me Williams 1 
asked the name of bis father } ſhe teld me 
Robert? 
Q. Did 
ne was? e e 
7x e ha 1 know | 


F 1 PEA . FRE Father's head writings / 
1 did fee that paper before; I found it among 
my father's * Ways I death 3 

about two gore 3 e eee 
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y" of Newport Pagnel, 
2 * earl bf Angleſey, William ſon of James; 
«6 Fon of William; ſon of Robert, ſon of 
« Sir Francis and brother t to Arthur fit ear” 


aue produced N 45 wine eu 
Tu. is my father $ hand writing. 


n. ler . as follows, — Direfted to 
the claimant Artbur, Goldſmith; —_ 


Gorey, gth of February, 1757, 
u William Annef 
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A lord An gleſey's alla + kb 
e“ very little of; he r moch ante win 
the gout; is an exceeding: good landlord. 
„ His ſon by his" preſent” lady is called 
<< lord Anneſley, the title of the earl of An? 
« gleſey del. f6n; and the reſt of his . | 
«dren by ber are intended by his lordſhip; 
<< as I apprehend; to be deemecd his le * 
te mate iſſue ; but Whether they are perf 

1 cannot to ſay. They 
e were. publickly married a few | "years" ago | 
in this" country by a clergyman of the 


% church of 2 ngland, who! then declared 


* e the company, that be had married 
'em a good many y te at Bray, 

6 d gie) after bis firſt counteſs's. death 
« in England. If fo, WF his children * 1 
e the marriage . 1 5 2 
* party: ® 5 1 1 tA 
Carts 115 S . 
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Q. Did you at any tine e ſhow her” IN 
certificate ? _ 

Never in my life d the beſt of wy recol- 
lection and bellef. 

Q. Had you any converſation with” her 
relative to that cxrtificite FW en, 

Never in my le. Gr ne oh 


| The engen. 


oa od ever ſe that” certificate be. 
E When did you en fre te EE 70 
In February 1962 1 took it Hows lady 
Angleſey,” and delivered t to counſellor Do- 
novan in a Peter Krent the 33th 9 F February, 
1762, 
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Wes. I produced a letter FOR him at the Norris, if the preſent lotd Valenti could 1 
bar of the houſe of lords in England and ac ſupport his legitimacy, 
knowledging the receipt of it. 480 Another Q. Did you ever ſee any affidavits, or pet | 
letter from him to lady Angleſey 13th of Fe- dien. or proceedings in that cauſe? 1 
bruary, 1762, whetein he gives an acetunt I believe, Ligne ont cannot 2255 with cer⸗ 5 
of his having received it, and that he de- aeg * 
livered it Mark White, I never ſaw that 2 
certificate afterwards, till I ſaw it in the par- 1 was aimined Wy the 
| lament office in London in 1770 and 1771, 10. 


4 of *. ; Anz i 
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March was a twelve month. Mrs. Staley e hy Pars" f . 
was at the bar at the ſame time. 8 Did you 1388 Howard TY 
QQ. Did ſhe give any. lende relative e I did know him. 
eee le dt ; 2117) » Q. Did he make = affidavit i to be add 


T, heard, iſhe did; I yas nat preſent at her- uſe. of before the a png ſolicit ane 
examination, which was before; I do not re- ral? i 
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5 . 61 555 


collect any other certificate but that of 19413 I am eee | he 4 45 1 Ws as 


that was produced before the lords. 1. did .Q Did Mr. Stringer hh any; | aſidavit. 


not ſhow her à certifieate in her, bouſe at to be made uſe of before the pen . 
Bray; it was not in my rot to: ſhow it yo licitor, | 


her, nor * « 1 oper „ „ AN. Fenn a F 11 heard, he did, but 0 d got know it — 
| > 4 og + 3 onally,. ; 15 N 
"oy Lo part of the depiſſtion of Bling abe a Q. 1. "AI . . 
44 to the converſation between ber. and Mr. | He is reputed to be 8 „ 
ia Talbot , about) Kavanagh's' hand writing Q. Was he dead before he. hearing 1 
{ being read, and the. - tit "_ _ England * 3 4 
it 1 that was true, ſaid, . 3” Me oo nit ae he ik 
Ul „ thi.os Ui Q. Did e Loftus male ny aſidavie 30 
| 1 was falle, 1 . any eee, e be made uſe of before the attorney or ſo⸗ 
Kath her relative. to, the book or certificate  licitor ? ee | Ei. 
mn | at all. I never ſaw her to my recolleQion - eh,, 
| il | till October 1765 at Camolin park. . Q'b he. living or dead? 4 v 
4 | N Q. Do vou now, whether the * r ad, 1 believe. 190 5 
1 that certificate or not? Q. Did Kyan die ſors the tearing? 
I can't tell, only.Iknow; ſhe fa i it in Lon- Hy = did. 10 ; 
don; ſhe might have have ſeen it at Mr. Q, Did Walter lv, make an - 
White's, for ought” 4 know, but Ti can 't davpit to be ſo made uſe of? 64% We 
 fay. le did. He was dead before. the hearing 
Qi. Did ſhe ke any Km alan. to in Eng land. FF, 
this peerage 2.” 1 - Q. He” Curtis Gambell made any * | 
| 1 heard, ſhe a 1 ' davit ? e , 


"a When was it, that the 1 n of He ad N 1 1 5 be whe FA before the 
; Kavanagh to this certificate, the n ll hearing 1 in England, as * underſtood. | 
it, was firſt drawn in queſtion? _. Q Are, you acquainted with che band 

I never heard it drawn in- 3 "All the. | writing of Mr. Charles een 
appeared in England, not before the attorney I am. 
general; it was always looked on as the Q. Have you ſeen him write 
hand writing of Kavanagh, it was looked on J have ſeen; him frank letters; $; Thave. re- 
in Ireland, that it was really his hand, and the ceived letters on bim. 
reaſon of examining; to bis charafter was to N 
ſhow, that he was not a man capable of writing » 4 ter W 115 produc. 
his name to a paper for any bad purpoſe, tho” +} 
he was in the ſervice of lord Angleſey; ole 00 1 ebene, that i is his hand writing. 
Q. Who were the parties in that proceed- 


| ing before the neee ſolicivns general in Th cover - of ibs letter 1 6 the wing 7. 
Ireland? 


"Me, John Aunzdlen ef Ballyfax, Tfoppoſe, l believe that to be bis hand writing, 
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% key rhubarb, and deſired to know, whether 
«6. fra hes have the Anden dut have not 
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« power of doctor Andrews and others about 
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ing one hundred gounds or woo . 
44 and they will alſo require to be engaged 
5 certain number of years: as this ks 
te i much higher than what you. mentig ned, 
a I ſhall not take any further ſteps withque 
t voyr directions A petition was, brought 
* in yeſterday ! to,oblige colonel, Loftus's 
2 don to wave bia, pfivilege, and 4 queſtion 
40 Ne put whether it. ſh ould be received, 
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| | $5 eee * 
Ado not you 


houſe ? 


head of Bray, *Hi 


5 "No, T id 80 
in England, relative to lord Vaepis $ N 
, . 12d Yo Nong a0) raw tr! ve wo 


OS (5336: ) 


Ie I "0822, 5 me td | Ad rhe 
* eritia hit ſed Per m, be * e 4h ts 
rurn her out of the park. I aſked n+ * 
had we 
obliged er, e ſhould A, "M1 natured to 
If Vulentla "the told mes as ec en 


sf HP RUthand Dönbvan "lady: Wee 
drove her cows from Br 7, to 1 


ſon, ſhe had ſpite and 


math 118 
2121 ht e 


* 


e 0 1 Weil Hot 


his acting her. what need jhe g go 20 the para 


liament Bft 1% r eilen "againſt lord 
V. alentia,, 19 her , anſwer, therghy, 1 


Nin "0X3 * 3 


ws. Ha not ſay "the words ſhe has ThE 


pu. Þ £344 INS 9 4 * 13 HR « 122 


22 s 
dk E. 2 15 Y 15 9 Fi: cz A 4 1411 nf 
* 


Croſs a, "he part of Wy 1 5 
r Ae you her A fend to” lord Valeatia, 


0 A ule well ? 
Id. 90 180 2 5 50 toy off .O 


Did OP oY to Mes, Jaane | 


1 N " * ol 


"Token whe there,” T is ber ner 


jar! b. 50 * ien od on ts 


ad not 500 ſome con 


her about lord Ve? 1 Fo 2452 30 ni 


"iy ov Wiles 7” 


Ion Vi N 


A great deal. 
Q. Had not 
ber at Bray?' 

She does not by At > tow ſhe lives at the 


had converſation, with her as to lord Valen- 
tia's trial here. . Was 18 K ” 

* Wal N 4 e the pin in, ing 
77 I ne oh et had any  converf; ſupa. tl 


* 70u e N 5 be 
1 Zo i, WE Ok : e E 7 


had converſation with her?, 12 


vo T * 79M hit 4 * 


*Q? Nic nota 


1 not you know, the f e 
come on here before th ids Þ ; | 
we not. I did not till lately. . 


BY was *the Jes 


oe "or: 15 


and ſo 10d. dw THY gi wot 


the ſea, near a mile. I Tip e the 15 th. of March 4 


MN de Hin A* * 
wien her, dd not you/imagin) 
before the lords here? 
OK N Hot" Know de ill the lan wad of 
March laſt. 1 had a converſation Wick her 
bout ihat time abba this trial herr 
Hud not you A ecverſrtion with het 
wt this; firice'Fou knew, it was to ce on 
before'the lots dere? L105 > n. 
254] A 079 09 eie bas , ad MT Tos 
, —_ not you be glad; bend tor age 
ar againſt him? ohr Mgt! 57 1 an 9 
"NG, Tad hb right 16 be glad at / © 
Did ſhe newer ten you, that he would 
ger the tie Edele Here as in England?” 
She did of and told "we, ſhe would" /give 
eee . ei e dae een. 


or IE $6 05 auf ** 0415 5 * I. ith bg 55 


No; 1 did not- She wanted to 8 
brought me to tow 3 L told her; I as fame 


. 885 ae asked m 1 


e at her houſe on che q neat 
x ridge told her, ee : 
er nn thatFdid-nidt wong what queſtions 
öl e Asked me. 71 roc backer Merz waigd 36 
en nor you ſumimdned as a witneſd 
for lord 'Valentia ? 0% ii Wor 91 boar! 5 
Lord Val entia deſired me to attend here, 
OY; if hs JT 
Q. Did not you ſay, ven wete ſummoned ? 
I told her ſb. Pa 8 

* ou know, ſhe was to be a witneſs 
Valentla #- . A J ö 
her Idid. . 
Q. What buſineſs then had 1 you to the 

houſe of *a"woriſah;, thar-wis' A tan 
inſt Jord Valentia ? 
LON rey 


3 4 
being her neighbour to Brax. 
> Dia not you, know, you was to'Tome to 
this toy a” to Weit co 
W yr? nr 5 1 Fl 111 ecbns gy * f 
"DP I did not know, what I was to Wen. 
N, Did not you nom ben Jet was 
hg t6 Mon town, chat you was'to.ſwear, 
bat” Mrs: Sihattey" ſwore” was der 
1 8 PF bar fen! tr wha bun yoomor 
(9) ; Ade Ense T de he Undad no 
7, What you Wu to de 
ne bene e this Ive. 
_ 4 6 a 


1 4 

40 — + 2 dg ik I 
John Little, who was an agent fbr Lord Mu- 
Fare. 


Q. Did 


contrary't to what * Mrs. | 


r re 
4 * Ne 1 £ OY 4 1 * my 4 < "" * e 8 ä is Ty 1 4 CTR ICT N17; 9 9 y CI _ © x . * 
J 4 bY adds 7 Wm P 8 2 ? J ok - 7 x N # 7 3s, A * $4 nn CIOs. 1 P 
x LS \ * * v3 \ + y \ 


0 


| Q Didinot gelbe, You may tote ti. Ane efentm % d As nme „ 1 
denefagainſt Men, Smalley,” x. nde Wee te. War ales 7 
*Jdid: not know what evidence, ſhe * E why 410 onped 07 0g! at = 
ey op 1 29? 45: EO HTO ee . Did the Tay y any. thing to * 1 
2. Did not you kno ow, you Wes to deer order ſeryed be ene off Suwe UB 11 Os 
ſontierbing; conti de hae ſhe de; | She told me ſo, and that 4. KF, 


No. aid eins 6h England. 


ul bas __ 


* 
2 , 
— - hg oh a — A 
LEE 8 3 
WW Pagel or et Ie, x5 SD of 
— — — — 


, 
> 
* 
- 
- 


I {5 43 31 & £ . 


; Did not you know, 3 be carried. Ant onder to ber f hs © © 


23 
a 
— — 


; 

© va: —— een deal” I cantiot ſay. I do not know, whether the | | 1 

F * 1 did not. Foe, Fi hag was ſummoned or no. 4; C 

Did nov you know you wer't © on- Q. Had vou any con i 

er * ü Mr. Flood in Bray ? 1 

No, n mobo ye cher *. ** wt = him thr by ACC | a | 

Q. Did not you knowy you was to be ex- s, 3 

amined ſomething relati ie td Mrs, Smalley? . Was: - 

4 | ' 1 apprehended, | Jas to be examined re- at all!? FR, bin: rad Sic 
lative to the affait between ber Ame, Ing got. 4 Künne he 


auch the bringing her to England. Q Ds-you wie on ward, of what he 
Q. Did not you know, rem ſaid, We.. | | 6 
— from whuty-the eat W She aids. was an |boneft man, and Tan 195 _— 
8 uy 5 9 


e 


W 0 


oo a4 . N 4 4. . 
| W 8 * F 


4.9 5M "i 


FR © a 
1 N 5 * 
94 . * tf FO 996. Fr. . 
n 0 n LL n 


52229 o 
n 
ht -- — 


N * 


@rifirn-whs the was to ſay ? W F, oh e N 1 er 1 1 4 Yar: i 
| I did not know, what en e 2 Where do you ve? be 
What brought you to the houſe of a Tiive in Rathdruin in — of \ Vicks | 
woman, ew was to be examined on 2 de * lows T'vias.acquainted. with 
rent fac! „ officiated as curate in that p 
Ne y al Wn nelly" Lent thiote: as « 70. At what time was it, Laurence Neit 1 
_— ur E Arte * 45 6: * ii , . officiatedas curate? ? a A 20 ears, 'f | Ria | "wo 
Dia not yon _ now, you went | \ Ina7gp and 17484) tothe beſt of my know- = 
cofec er WI „„ 7 If ledge.” I often heard him read prayers dure 2] 

„ Boe; wind 515 ing that time he read n " 
,Q. Are you a neighbout of ber in Dubs very well, and preached;; er haye 
i? © WD an 344, , wear hin preach. very bften , n 
No. Thought e os her husband. O Was au well acquainted. with him 
What drought you ˙ ber houſe in duringhis iati theres) |: 
Dublin "did yo go to buy . einn 
No; 1 was puſſing by and ſaw het hus- I was very. glad: of hiſs ag uaintanc 
band, I asked for her, and he told me, the has often dined and ſupped with We. Mie | 
was in the parlour fe went into the Q. Why: wal "Jour: very Slad Ander "8 
7 lour. . $54 oy 6 * . ON "2 e TE 1 quaintance . 4 | | 7 95 | Min 2 77 W , 
FM oily a1 R N 1 e Our parſon was from h me und he ris. 
mg | Gund or bord Pelentia, let in the: parſon? + houſe, why be officiated, 
; 25. Shs e Þ Kia . . . i =, . foi the parſon dats e Hub- 1 
lin and leſt the care of | him 
*  and-Lwasery glat — ande, bar 
+/* +  , cauſe I thought him an agrecable, converſe- 
0 00 ae 2 ablegt mam. ˖,õè ase, A. 79 9 | 
en, 1 i Ea | * attentixe do his du or not d 3 1 
0 w WWVViery much ſoy as any man; Lever knew, 
| % | Brann ; & ef committee $:9% Al while he reſided there. : rr} at Brita 
. ee , ee e What was his chars cher at tha eie? 
'Dia Bides Smalley eee „ 14d not Mau- hien, before be ente bers, „ 
a of her Being er * nor dd * neee „ 
1 een Wie V 2 1 75 Bil ig 4 087. 9 313 4 624 a e ail „7 1940 p bim | , i" 


\ . | 
#4 9 * 11 I . | g ; 7 * 1 1 14 : 2 4 *4q * 17 -% * "IT , 75 * JU 1 0 
£ * 9 . 3 = '$ . 443+ fa y $ 41 : 1 ] q 7 


5 * 


* 


1 4 — > 4a. a 
* "i bY yo. _ 1 
2 > - G o —} * r ——— 
— RT . T_T IO — 2 
n . 
— * „ 
- 


Poe 1 
: IRIS 


J. 


P 
— 


* 
+ 


* 
14% 


TR V0 * # f 
| r i $5.1 Wo $4 | * 


” G — , 
_— —— — ———⅜ 


a” 


<* at, 


CO OE Eee te ta: 
o ** KA 


> 
3 


x 
* 


1 


1 se 
- 
Ed ates” 
: 1 
9 N . 
n 1 


— 
= 
— • 2Z— — = 


i 
1 
. 
a 
— $8 : = 
4 + 8 FRET "TI 
- R 3 1 * 
> een _O 8 
5. n * > - 
-* —— a - 
1 To — 


£ 


x. 
6 


d % g e 
„ l 4 J 5 


* 
{A 


— « 
F In IN OED 


IE — 
— IVES 


- — 
r 


n 


— — 
—— — 


P — CE 


e *mu5; 
————— — 
— 2 


9 * . . — 18, pu ny tne Re nme | a — — > 
RA If SO tC ye, 5 : 59 „ t. „ — — - — 
* — 8 225 f Cone EE) i r "I Pac — a 
HP * 2 - = p __ 5 9 * A * ho — 
2 * * * 


. IO" . 
—— 2 


+ 


9 


Q. Did not you hear, Neil had: frquereed © g ht 0 we pen of e 45 8 | 


dim 4 m. 2 Wha aße wh. Mall at bn dard 8 
were all ſorry, w I can only J from appearance; he aß b 
and he left it, eee peared to me abobe fifty he had a 'brothet- | 

cher and reader... wag +. hada pariſh under the los of RA A 
bb 8 his gent en racter a twenty miles froin me. 
pariſh dufing the time : 1 . Beet oh: ovuntry cid become to that, 
No one could deve & beate in dx TR [7 


rue? 
of his duty, and in n fel life, 4 


iſ cannot . 1b 
1 (Wan n 61 „ e 2. Net Du 
 - R . 4 . 


: =, 
* . 997 6 ers 1 


fe l m vat ce hd of Je Bun efley. » "To 
Q. 6 you thin * 0 | 


8 xs 1 40 wr 60 
ker, "avi 


1 4 


8 


that would e a man, wh 0 NI ck Bo . b oh” wo 6 ex nd | 
wow a | ge had "a 4 | by | A 1 n en N Wa 7 , Prin i. n ai n | 
another woman ?, L238 11,6 1; Atrios} 
| I never heard it this 7 405 think, he - m 4h 4. EF 14 * Fi 1 aye 7 2 


Would not be a good: mat, if he knew it. 1 nee in de obunty: of Wicklow i 44 


mr Angleſey $houſe Very much)! 0 Ne knowT 
I never did to my knowledge; ea 1 never man? 5 

ad the leaſt r + 70 with the Angleſey” Very en 121 perle ONS 45 uain 

family, nor knewany thing of Neis till he ed with him in 2748. What time he came, 

Lame there, nor had 1 any diſcourſe with Neil I am not poſitive, nor how long he | 


4 $4 oy hs f i 
lache eo It, 7 8 75 £46 e 17 * but I am poſitive in 17439. 
ne eee e 1 0M 2. How came vou to be acquainted with 
be genind ſor che ur ner Rid 7 ba 4 * him en 1, 20256 n $6. 07. e a er 
LS) ? hath? f 9 i 1 


When he came to be curate of the pariſh, | 
t was the; occaſions, Mr. Buckley was 
Fi niſter; and he lodged and dieted in, the 
ne r houſe. with him; and I conſtantly, almoſt 
Jeet bow lebt ed every ſabbath day that 1 went to church, 
a4 ; 1 Wh W . TEIN the ” e which was pretty y zonſtant,," 4 Sed 8 
is e e knew h n hom - Buckley's houſe ; and that was the. 
| Jong wavy reſident there? 
Tbe whole time 1 Knew bim, 1 belic 


. How lenk aid Nel 0 ein 


e hd jet, ah n e 


"Ws 


4 
ff 


came acquiainted with, him! W e ih, 
xlieve, Q. How did he behave ung 
1 was the beſt part-of 4 year; I am not. par- tian RN dat it 0 1 8 
Becular. nor can 1 bez for I took no notice f No man could behave better. 1 
- , for hs "Jars ang 3 ſtiould be called on. quenty _— on he officiat 4 


1 4: 8 50 cs word od: 4 "36h Ty 29 ae wry 5 | 14 bar 

y; befc re been abſent +» CO Wake attentive. to, his jy . 

„„ ie, ” Helwas' conflundly, while be was in | Ie 

| had ſoul ce wh old and infirm, © pariſh, MM hl became 1 * he 
and 1 knew bie to bern very eee, gut. Win . 


| 1 in any choice, Q. Did you hear any thing ud the preju- 

of « vid G1 knew him dice of his character 13 #1, U 

| ter of:: won 9% mia 240% 1-01 » did hear, that he. bad married a couple. 
Q. Was Neill employed as c W ee bevet heard ſo much of titras from. himſelf. 

aug ether dme of üs abdbnce Ne L aſked him the queſtiop, and be ſaid, he 

de not think; Tw bim hoe but only was charged with Juch a thing, but he was 


* 


doing that time. , «948017 by Wh 494 Man Hu innocent. . 93 wht 10 Morde 5 % 


, 5 IH, 55 * opt 
+ 2% 6 Fe Pp 


[BOY Tharac- Alfter a tim he had deen i in the pril b 


* 


N {4 fav 


AWI ve" dy thing then but as an oc* Q. As to his general — 7 when e eu- 
+«cahoml curate for that one time? rite ahere,l! ag it good or bad? - 
Ws J dannot ſay, - whether he was licenſed or Very good, to t cliring of e | hole 
Ws 1 believe, he was not, or elle he would ld who were very ſorry, when belek it. 

have continecd longer. | , FA 10 Croſs 


1 
3 . 
MEE) 


e. 
LOWS 8 


. "nod rata 
hear au officiating 


MET 


© © Pie 


at any —_ Pe 5th 


* 1 . 
EV 
Ek 


13h. = * che i be 


ye e Sar 
ys 4 5 EY 185 c [21-3015 
1 


IL Ny 5 vt pa you 
3 15 5 0 +, * With — 
made of him, th 0 Fe ec 


| marrying th t 
ſpoke of ork He denied to me 
| that he had. married t that co 


WAY 


. Was he charge Ke 1 that * 
ied them withou a] icence of. 
Mn, * 1 h 7K. _ 

. 1 5 it was. T heard; thit was was 
IG againlt bim. 

- Did yOu: believe him, when 1 dee 

i IF la = 

78 4s, bells W an cl of 

it, that he was;wronged, I did not ch A 


Fi. 418 


1 gentleman would lay a thing fo politiv ely, if" 7 


it was not truth, 1 
2. Did he fay, ke Ds not ds f a 


thing as that ? 


I do not 1 SF; aſked wie the 3 | 


Low, or that he ſaid that. 
<Q Was not he any attentive to his "oy 


1 7 vu Brandinell en dr 
3 : 5 N * : 


Ne untern. e Rn, 


4 | 
W 2 ti N. 
| . He * often p R I Hur / 


J 


Fr 191213 010 52K 


Chai. non 


0 Heznog 6 n en 


9}: 


os * nl} 
hs 1 
oO? Y 


eas l 0 i 16) oth 
ig 12. 98 0 #319; nd. the P #3 
77 7 (ot; % MS U 


1 N 


£ S$ vt * 


prayers Salt 02 bas 212 SQUIRES? Sali 1 "il 


255 9 28cb ent. Dania le ariad 


Wainted with Liwfenies 


gs Lns no = 188 


i ak 


£016 
11 Won vs 
it the Evunty whe bo 
at Mat time 1 Ns po het hi 
well be Be hiv ant ur 
He Whe 'cutdte theft; hett about 85 
months. 1 Hear" bin im read prayers” an 
prea M: He red” and hom. t vel 
and was LOT welt 15 8 110 
el bop e pa im did N . Uh WA's, 


Ty (EW 5 0 il zot ; mitigalli 


— of Fas 174 
— 12 7 0 11 for 14 9 ei ot bas 


We. dafich 0d; e Mn Neil: was 
4 in: Trinity 


cannot produce the W hooks as 2 


Very attentive while in our ur pariſh 3 no man 
could be more ſo, 
Q. Do you believe, be woull Wend 


55 do a thing, contraty to the rules of the 
church and duty as a clergyman ?? 5 4 17 1 dee 5 


I do not know his thoughts; but 1 have 
that opinion of him, that he would not do it. 


Q. Do you not believe, that marryſtig's * 12 natural daughter of lord Angleſey. She 
and probabl y cannot . 


couple ear N th is contrary to the eee 
of the church f:? ineo nemme Kan 

I believe, it might bez 1 do not know: 
the canon law. 

Q. Thea do; you believes. Nil was ca- 
pable of ſuch an at? 

I had that opinion of him, that 1 did 1. 
| leve, he would not do any thing to the con- 


o l for the Naber Richard. 


I dined conſtantly with Mr. Buckley, du- 


ring the time Neil officiated, Mr. Buckley 
was in the houſe all the time, that Neil was 
curate there; for Buckley was a very antient 
gentleman, and lived in his own houſe, | 


board will not be 
Je it is admitted, 


cala for r the petitioners 44 < we ut. | 


. 


tioned the evidence of 1 Ro 


. 8 ? 
os 
* 
* : 
per 1 
p 225 * 


is not oa artived, 
now ; though — Volentie has taken all 
the ſteps = it, The expreſs ſent is not 

comeback 1 but 


and her huſhand will not part with her, 


we cloſe the a here for Jac va. 


lentia. 


cui for the petitioner 2 Ke. 


We do not intend to W any wit⸗ 
neſs, but deſire to produce an exemplified 
dectee of the court of chancery carring into 
| execution 


K * þ 


Wel, 


1 Valis Mf, tavig bas” 


-Eolleges Dublin e 4. 
tered in 1713, took his bachelor's degree in 
1717, and afterwards maſter of arts ; but we 


by a Jetter rtetived the” is 
ready enough te Come, bot ſhe is matried, 


5 * 4 : . * * i p is . 4 > * = & , i 
: 6 N L4H ” 4 0 — 2 I 2 1 
3 - —_ 
| . 2 5 » * ot » : * * ” : 
— — 1 * a! 4 4 IP hn PS, » Y 
$4 - n 22 N — = 2 1 * ll - 
* ; 2 * * * 1 8 2 nn 5 2 id * 1 2 7 8 1 — 
8 . p - ö « n 1 ns 1 r „ #6 > . _— „ +; wank 
%. BW. . & G \ 4 4-227 . i £8 a Tor © 1 = Y 4 et : Fre SY 3 n oa” K . — n — 8 44 * <7 FA 8 2 V 2 
2 A $ 8 1 50 8 e > 5 Me P enn ; 4 "7 hs "2 1 1 * > "I — ry, — —_—_ — 2 
3 El : : ” — — — — — * * | A} ths > ä 5 
RN 6g 8 2 4 f 8 2 _ b F 2 .. - AS —— = tow ny —-— - 
n . hs : 4 Sn . . na. "WS 
* 4 - 2 « — — 8 +» w 7 py" 
ä — . — © 


— 


— 


a * 8 2 
r —— 
——_— 


= 
=, 


* 4 - 2 c 2 * 0 
* ** 7 
Set" I 7 
* % 1 * — TI 2 
Ne 1 * - 
I, TR nd n 


CO \ 


4 2 > = : 4 
" 
4 7 £ 5 IE . 
a bac . — 2 * 4 _ . Oe IS 
W 6 is OR. ? 8 wo PR ny” 
Laan * — — 1 4 - * — 


n 
ämu— NS 


* 
— 2 
r 


5 — 

EEE A — * — 

— * r * 8 

r . * ws * 
r — 


e 
ri. 8 n — 
- = 

— — 2 


n 


2 , 
rr 


* 
Woe 
IC 


L ; a * 
* PRO) p th N N 7 ' 5 
N $74 * , ** . 
\ 8 # - ( * { f 
17 4 d 1 
1 [ 139 1 5 ft » 
2075 \ - * 
IM 70 * Pt , * \ I.. 
TR. | BN f 94 J * * 12 - 
Eres vu * 8 + ys 
"a SEL A8 180 , 
' . . - \ 
C N 5 Po . 
8 2. 4 by * } * 
* * 1 ** £ 1 Ns | 
" " 5 n Nee 


K £ * 


— — — 


—— 


ni — — — = 
.. ' 
FY * * — 2 n - * AJ 
$ LETS 8 - REST # * n - 5 
54 . Fo ; 
— = 4 - — I 2 
. s 7 
7 * tk 
2a ” 2a . 2 
* - 5 A 
- 4 — 
4 + W * 
«4 8 8 1 
* . C 7 , 
— - * 2 ö - 
_-— - "> * 
* 8 a p 
* - 
- < , = 
v==; Sa 8 : 
. — - 
ms I 
, - 
= 5 
Ye 


| i I 30 a 


Exabution articles. There was A conteſt be- hve confined tord Valenti as" an mei, 
tween lord Angleſey and Charles _— mate . a . | | 
and. in 1737. articles were entered. into, | | 8 „ 
whereby two thirds of che eſtate were lim *1 aig Council for go brdVa "Ya doit +a 9 
to lord Angleſey for life, remainder to bis 0 n ee e e 
Arft and every other fon in tail male, remain-, 5 e Gur MI 4 he 1 the * 


'M £6 Charles for life, and to hig s fir | and cree. 'Charles 1 WAS A p purchaſer )y 
other ſon in tail male, and. to 


the right valuable” conſideration, and bene 2 1 

Bent of lord Angleſey * the other 0 9 Was, ctee'; but the children of lord Angleſey b. 
tled,.an Charles for life, with like ker der this ſettlement, were m6er Vene 2 
alädtrs, Kii 'ts Jord Angleſey for no court would haye carried this! into execu- 
life, with like remainders, and to the right tion in favour of tber, the“ they ey would for 
heirs of Charled. And hefe wasn power Charles, Beſides, lotd An N had new ac- 


gixea..to lord Angleſey to ſettle. 2000] a „ Wore which \ were ho no part of the lands in 


Toy i 


2 ——— 
FR r 


—— ore re 
— — 2 
W * 
LO = " 25 
* — * 
- 
. 


ear jointure on any wife, and ve * VV 
Val orti ? ger. children, 2 . * . brad Nie e Wo $4900} 
derable. I ions for . un 95 25 n 3% An EF + #5 10 * wk 341 1114 
power to. make leaſes, but no power. 1 " i a b ir Fit 1 

_ 4 19 8 2 18 37 %% 
aging any debts, The uſe, we make. of ity is ; * N . 


this ; if lord Valentia be the legitimate 1 1 : 206 11 5 4 $600" 4 an wer, if Twas 
. ord. An nglefey,.; he took. this eſtate under ever doubted, whether dran articles, 


the limitations in that, ſettlement as tenant fuppoling they were ſo, Foil | hot take de pl ace 
in, tail free from all incumbrances,. except for | of a will, b mT e 
7 29 4 and younger children. W ills have en F con EE os lb, e Vis Fa 5 pl 
been laid before. the Committee, by which We cloſe our evi idence 1 5 25 
lord Angleſey muſt have conſidered bya a vey ar ! wh . 
illegitimate 3 for he has given away e ates, . dat fort the . Rib, 1 } tha 
and given powers, he had no right to do: * ry BIO Ae dg 
and from his levying fines, and ſuffering re- | And, we have cloſe our evide 8 bee. 1 - "7 
coveries,” it is cbncluſive evidence from tie va: oat 12! 1 8 

acts o lord Augleſey die that * muſt 1 | Adjourned vil to-marren es Motifs 


. 0 
737 8 N 75 * = 11 } 
py * * n 3 * Ss I $55 7 EY | ©} : : | : 4 1974 2 | PBT 4 Us 1.5 1 


- Ms 


16. 


j 
j N 
+ > 
< 
. 
1 7 * 
. 
_ 
11 
11 ©& 
3 » 
. 3 
* 
* * ” 
"1 
„ 
# 
[1 o af 
* 
t "31% 
SY * 
1 1 
_ 
+. 
14 h 
+, 
1 
it *3 1 
42. Ls 
"72 4g fy 
N ( 
on 
N 
£4 ! 
_ 2 
514 
1 
18 
o * 
N 
144 
ol = 
+, Ty 
N 
. 
\ 
14 
& P * 
$ j 
1 4 
y ' 
- N 
17 - £ 
| i. 
3% 
2: 7 
187 4 
1 
* 
Y 
$ 4 
t 1 
. : 
l i : 
18 wn - 
> : 
1 1 * 
1 . 4 4 
[ . 1 
. 44 
: \ 
3 +; 
fo * 
T 
1 \ 
I. ; 
0 . 
5 x 
” $5208 
1 
5 1 
tf 
4 4 
» 
l 7 * 
% lb 
: * 
? 1 
1 bY 
» 4 
1 1 
1 * ia 
» > TR 1 
_- 22 3b * 
re 7 4 o : 
12 * 9 if 
- . 
. 1 6 5 . 
L 1 * Y 
3 4 Fs 
\ 
1 w 
q uy « 
« 18 
* \ 
i 
* | 
1 
' * » 
y 
x "BD 
C 2 
24 
48 
6 1 
N 
. 
vo *® BB 
4 
74 4 
4 Wy 
. 
fi 
2 "I's | 
, : 
5 
: 
| 0 
x 
1 F. 
4 + 
10 i 
13 : 0 
1 p 
> 
i 
y 
| 
1 * 
. 
1 
. 
[ * 


Fi 
! 3 
1 
3 

WW) | 
ö | g 

FT. 


- 4 T i * ; 1 
r 1 9 $44 web 0 hes EF 3 Nenn in? 3 n 
* F © $8 . „„ >. * * + WO 24 „ $14 'L ' 4 » 
W EY 1 
1 n p 2 © oP 
{ : + * 97 + > 14 1 4 
; . . 4. We 4 
1 Wa bb at 9 = — 
9. f 15 25 2 n 


. —— 
— 2 


— wi 
— py 


” =_ 


£ * 
. 4 1 205 * * Y IF oa „ een 
. * 5 
F RF % is | DE; | ? : : , oi " 1 

* a — o „ „ 1 * 7 | fy q f # 3\ 1 * * » F * ; 4 * * 5 N 1 + ** * 4 k | * * ; s ? ? 0 
"EY * Wilks $044. 4/7, 4 A 1 3 * 188 * * 7 1 en. f © . g Lf "RX | os. 11 I 1 7 
e N FF * VIM SSR LAW 2 — 
my * b C „ 4 Low * 1 = * 

R 6 * . . 


s 3 Vi * \ P 7 
c | + * 14 nenn £ . 17 A 0 * — 9 it N WS LP 4 6% 
* ; * IP 4 * OR * 1 34 185 1 ; 14 . f Fo SR. 3 


+ 4/10, Libr RANELAG H, in the char. 0s bh bat debug 


* 
* 
* 


* 4 v * * 
x ; . . ; 
* 13 1 8 1 8 Fe 4agfs BY x Lern, IE. $44 58, $4414 
. 5 44 * : N Wenn * A 4 #2 3 "* * * 4 4 — s | 1 * * G F EF 5 
1 ; % k : 4 * 7 Lat. A 4 & 1 7 . WF» 4 a q j ; 
3 FRIES dM 333 Wer 189 99 N * „ * I * il x » 
ö & : o a — & 
| | T call Lim, | ee To "x ag ng 
5 ? 9 — 1 e 892 of Y UA-&/Y, 6 13 
7 * i WA #8 3% 1 $5 ” TIES £434 4 #3. 52.5%; 3 72 en of $44.5 $ # e 17 4 7 , 
R ne N LOS I AD een | — 
Po a 5 « ; , a * FI a ＋ 4 
5 9 33 m 18 4% " * 0 — g 1 8 , 
? 45 4 P12 N * 1 * . * 94 7 5 3 4 4 
15 Net 


Fo e fe the POR AE 8 8 3 fummoned, cannot prove any thing 
INOS 4 * by: n wt Bat material. 9 S ol as | ; 

| FE alſo have cloſed, ou 888 as we, 3 e cons? 9911 
find, "a Bartholomew Thomas wt r. 20 59% n l nero. 0 


„ , P 4 ro 4 
[35 5 4 47 2 13104 Foy: We. 11771 1 17 4 i, F149 1 ' 


* 


n 15 oy $ 

Au 5 1 5 0 * 1 . * Os 5 ; dt ha bb Wie 14-4, * ; 6 \ 5 ; * * | 

000 OSS OOF oo STEELE: nenne 3-500 74 LS. 17 

: A 
3 7 : £ ” 
5 a 3 460 314 E Gh an! f ＋ 
, Id 5 mr 7 8 9385 1 F Ove n * q 4 Sf 1 a 4 — 
w i; * 17774 + 14911 " Irn 4 77 * 


| 4b &+ 
— * , * 


E 1 
W554 6/44" 4 


4 * 
wer 5 * . * * q 3 * Li Y 1 "1 - * 
4 0 » _ was * . 1 5 : Feen 16 A et 8 ee Wn CY TERS "Min bra y * 
«id ; % ” l . 7 9 98 M Þ #1, p © 1 : 9 e , $4 ; 0 : 
+ 4 N 0 % * 741 * 7 4 0 SG, 
4 1 * * — \ #4 WS 4% * 39% f p {1 0 \ * 4 T 
* bs 


9 410 4 


7 4 £ * o 3 1 1 p f 
4 "2 1 1 [1 4 : &. 8,4 : $ * 0 ? ” 3 : P 
L 1 k jp 
? F, , Tr 4 * f ry 4 þ . 
T 44 FM x. 4+ 2 it d TY % J! 4 v . \ 1 * 5 4 * 1 1 i ' 4 1 A # f 
n 9 8 : 4417 q I.5 $ 4 4 4\ $ N 6 N 48 y 24.3 { (9.48% tives; 444-1 8 4 1 | N . 4 ! : o * 
* = „ AYP. 10 F * 4 TI'S Y J . ; 4 4 ; HER ' * 4 ; ; 7 5 ; 
{ | WY © AK 62 4% FOAM 4 + * 4 3: 1 en TRY mY SPLITS 4, 1 11 f , 12 1 
— 
” 5 i 5 g 
4871 8 . 4 bl hs hg 1 
& >. = » 1 *T « : ' F © | " 
3 $ * * 1 b y $0 vi * ts # * . 4 ; 1 74 121 * 4 + bp. * 4 ö 4 Ker , 18 . 5 
N * 4 ? * 8 F W 1 N | 444 5 4 
F . 4 0 4 


0 * N 
£% ein: x $5. % 5 369 #-4 1 , 1 * 1 : 
29 129 % $53 err 41 n 7 14 o { Fo S240 1 4s - 48 ? . 5 11 rn $ 1 + 48 
q % . 7 | ) 4 
— 1 s & * 22 8 „* bu us of $.2/4\# e ie ann P's 144 6th We yy P - : + 2 s 5 1 Wo N : 18 * 
Gent An A 1. { 334 1488 he * * + 4 Ky N 7 e 1118 >. : 3 I 6 15 1 bd My $ #41 24 » 4-4 4 
k Rf — * 4 f — * — 
. d "5 - * 
F TY „ , * 
Fr 97 . * % , a * 4 9 1 
; ; * FT. nne. . #"'# | La 1 1 
Ni 4 ; 5 4 £4 inne ee M o . 


3 — — — — — — 
> 
* 
* 
* 
* 

1 4 — 
. = — 1 
8: 

%s 
— 
0 
. 
* 
* 
Co. 
Aa 
- 
>, 
* 
— 


* 


eh 2601 + Io ime cid bay dh 


\ 1 9 

* 50 al . 

Trick: if Noi: "Iv bob 
xt . N mes Wk * 1 * 


9" T1 K r og 


Win Jan A Dir aſk 


7 8 * * 5 : \ 
wins. wad V 


. Suben 2 


al: Haier n ee 36 we * 
mis ali Ke wand ine A untl nie 

gebt Am &.07 8308 950498 
ft inc „ barbhai wot 2111 9 060 Tt, Ago A ni 

i ane ei 262 NSlalgun Þþ16] 1180 01690 


a g „ 
* 
d * 4 + - 

LI f FP 

* * 9 

2 by 
* 6 
* 
ut 
U . 
£6. 4% So. 1 
f od +; | ” 


We, | 


24" Mig; 1 3714; E 
AF EacH its 3 


Ni gan banuhor 2nd erk 

Mans ab 3! bang 
= {T6 4 {ff AR "at 1 Vt 251 15 Wo 6x At 
4 Arat bie den 97: ei 
eats: What or n: ges 
e e e 


1. * 71 ow ofw n 


» 4? 4 


e © eee 0 


weil for "the. different partie ena 46 . Joi vy 1 e she 


Jong 10 9H 
en a0 02 e 


[4 Ws goth 1856 WI. 22 7194 ** 
1 
Wang ov? afl L 


Mr TUbAAsSK TIN for. the: — JOLLNT: ANNESLEY. of Bally 


eO da 280 0% on 6 Ste 58A 
11 qi ur 0 Nm 01 gow 


Todfds:**! 80 Fi 


ar lot bas 
ug 5: 


vw 6 Moe again bloggt A il: 1 onda) 28 


H fit "queſtidh bt your obnlldera! 
ub is, whether che petitioner Mr. 
3h N 
bilcdünt Valentis And" baron Mount Nor- 
ni in Lale your lord[hips man be of Gpitiion 

that Yak call Angleſey died without f 

ſac male lawfully” 'be gotteh ; the ediinſel for 
the” ſittitig tors Iffired to admit: that Cn. 
ſequence; but in icales of this Kind the adihif- 
fron of the contending patties is not ſuffcient; 
it mould i6t-however Abe kee ced frm yout 
petitionet to give partitular police evidente 
of ile deaths of the Tevetal childreti of Fran- 
cis the firſt lord Valentia; that*being i 
deln as many of them have died without 


Ne 


Hue muell more” chan à century ſince! It 


might have been A misfortune to the petiti⸗ 


oher, "that no cofrec̃t books of . heraldry'are 
kept in this Kingdom (nor were thert, Ibe! 


lieve, formerly in yon ſo that no he- 
count can be given b 

books: It mighit have been alſo à misfor- 
tune to him, that all the deeds and papers of 


his family are in the hands of lis adverſary 


lord Villbe; if notwirliſtanding all theſe 


difadvantages a kleat ticle 01 Kot been (i 


out: for e Sar e 
He has produced an e lady ae 
eighty years. old, Mts. Charity Blake, the 
great grand daughter of Francis the firſt lord 
Valentia; and ſſie has told your lordſhips; that 
het grandfather John was the third; ſon of 
Francis, that Arthur was the eldeſt fon, and 
that both ſhe and the preſent petitioner are 
deſcended from John the third ſon, and has 
| 'the e pedigree down to the petitioner, 
ſo that there is no doubt, that the petitioner 
is deſcended from that Francis. She has poſ- 
ſitively ſworn, that ſhe has been aequainted 
with we er — 1 Kann = was 


«4904, 44 a 


ani 


be iatitled to the Honburs "bf 


very remotely related” to lord Anigleſey; 


this family from" ſuch 


1017935 00 Nr t e i 


30 en en wide gle 0 


dukes "cotijefted) from het barer a "and 

that it was the univerfWly received opinion of 
the fittfily | (Which ie che belt evidence in 
ſuch "ca itidner's uncle, Mr. 


ſes} thit the pt 
Francls'Atinefley of Ballyfax, who died wich 


_ bit Hee, Was the next in ſucceſſion to 'thoſd 
honours, i in cafe the Jate cart pee without 


iſue male lawfully'begotten: WE 
The witneſſes on the oder: ade vans 


Kr teſtimony; lady "Angleſey 'confirms it by 
ſwenring, that Mr. x alielty of Ballyſax, the 


uncle of the” petitionet, Was the perſon to 
ſuccecd to thoſe honours, if the earl had tis 
iſſue male. She ſaid indeed, „that he was 
and 
ander in life" Mews, 


— 


Mr. Anneſley's ys 9 


that the Kindred was vity Fembte ; Mr. Tal- 


bot inforins you of tord” Angleſey” s Gectirac” 
tions upon bis receipt of à letter in 1750 
from your petitionet's' father, and theteby 


further proves, that if lord Angleſey had not 
2 lawfuf ſor; Mr. Anneſley 


Was the pefſon to 
ſucceed to thoſe honours; Mr. Kavariagh: 
cohfirnis this, and Mr. Richard Anneſley, ſon 
of lord Glerawly; ſwears, that it was ſo 
conſidered in the Nen n the men of lord 


Angleſey, LR 7 e le 


The conteſt fot the bodours has long 
fubſiſted, and has been the ſubject of the in- 
quiry of the lords of Great Britain, and of 


the greateſt notoriety and yet no other per- 


ſon has appeated to claim them except the 


preſent” claimants, 'ſo that it may be fairly 


inferred, that no perſon ean have any well 
founded claim thereto but my client, unleſs 
the | Dutch petitioner, Art! ur, ſhould be in- 
titled to à preference, and, 1 believe, he will 


not be much diſappointed, and that his am- 
dition will be as fully gratified, as he expect- 


ed, by having been à candidate for thoſe ho- 
nours at the bar of this houſe: But tho' he 


hay' r not been able to 4 himſelf bac _ 
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proved, that Mr. Anneſley of B 
| heir male of that family, unleſs "Arthur an 


| ſhe ſays indeed 


- he has Nodes three WE” whe clearly 
was the 


ceſtors were the elder branch, which el 
| by.) gh not to have been tue Et. 4 u 


ſey left any legitimate iſſue male or not. 
There are two perſons, who claim to be his le- 
pinimäbe Jobs ; ad | & L miffackddw 
that the claim of ine is leſs objſectionable 
than that of the other (the both are bighy 


_ Smprobable) I will begin with that, which, is 
the. beef improbabley;1and that, is che claim. 
_ of Richard, Map is this ill founded, 
there will be very little difficulty i 


thewings 
that, the ., claim of tte noble. fitting. ord | 
(ſo. mucb mare. ined ca have no'foun+ 
dation i in: truth. al t ls 01 inen 

"0 „welt indeed (fear. poſitively. to 
to Aun Sal- 
a0, but it is found by experience i and 


Unentablg truth ita), that in caſes of yery 


ſwall conſequence, infigitely, leky; jntgreſting 


than the preſent, there is no great difficylty 


to find two witneſſes, who ſwear falſel y. No 
perſon ill ſay, that che two witmeſſes, who 
bore teſtimony; to this marriage, have better 
characters, than che two grave elders had, h 


| ſwore, as Poſitively; to the guilt of the ins- 


cent Suſanga ; yet the upright, judge acquit- 
ted ber (if I remember right) founding hic 
ſelf. on a contradi gion in their evidence 
touching the place where the crime was, al- 
ledged to haye deen committee. 
Ann Buntin che gunt of Richard ſays, ſhe, 
was martied % the celebrated Stephen Hay, 
who was in fact 4. notorious game/ter, in Lon - 
don, whoſe greateſt honour was to have 
been a. cadet. in the French 1 ſervices, andiyet 
the ſays, that l introduced lord Angleſey into 


the family of her father, aj, London broker, 


and that lord, Angleſey, then in poſſeſſion of 
his great eſtate. and 4 A honauts .think (upon 
him, ptopoſed to mary that brokers, daugh- 
282828 you believe it 2) was refuſed, ;. 
„her father's. word, would. go 
2 305000l. (as ſhe expreſſed it) and in; that 

1 exactly with Mrs. Knight, who, 
makes uſe of the yery ſame words. Is it 
credible, that bach man would refuſe an 


Engliq earl in pgſſeſſion of a great eſtate. 
It cannot be belleyed; ſhe ſays. further, chat 


lord Angleſey met her in the park (e very 
likely place for a man of gallantry to fearch 
for a handſome girl)) the tells your lordſhips, 


that he married her in May, for it was ne- 


418) 


1 5 bn, 
Tue next queſtion for yourlordſhip's cons fair ee by 12 ſtory boldly diſclaims. 
X Aderation i is, whether the Jaſt*GatÞ of Angle! Mr Buntin' tence goes to a marriage 


kale; pred waage in MaysIbut of fuck” man 


along expected, that there. lis no paſen na 


. . } * 2 
PF Irrer 


ceſſury to fweab to 2 marriage! in May; be⸗ ; 
cauſe if ſhe was not married before A | 
the c ee eee 
755 0 his mother of that im- 

tor virtue; which the 


in Auguſt only ; ſhe tells you indeed, that ſhe 
heard from lord Augleſey, that there was a 


riage there is no proof except his declarations, 
and thoſe are ſworn to merely to wipe off 
the imputation of Miſs Salkeld's p üer 
at the time of the ſuppoſed marriage in the 
month. of, Auguſt y, then. ſhe Proccens- 
ls your lordfhips, 4ha;, in, Avgylt compyny 
Was, invited, and, amongft, ths. (ref. a Me 
Kvicht, ho, kept a, houſe for. . 
whom, was ſhe invited? by. Mr. and Mrs, 
 Hay,z4:t9 g9:,where hot, jars, Angleey's 
houſe, the boyſe of, .a_ngbleman whom ſhe 
never ſaw, and, where. the, had nder 
befure. ;, the. beſl vous lordſhips, that. 2.conr 
verlationracoſe, in which, loxd Angleſey ex 
preſſed. his joy; at his, wife's, pregnancy... But 
den dale is tao... ridiculoys, th, dwell ups 
on Mrs. Knight gives nearly the fame agf 
count; ſhe bas told. your lorgſhipg, that he 
ſpent the, eyening With the counteG; of Ant 
gleſey zg that the marriage. was a ſudden mat: 
ters. arifing; merely from the ; converſation 
between Stephen Hay, and, lord Angleſey z 
nat a prayer, hook was, inftantly called for, 
and (what. t mere net) Was) imme 
digtaly und ini the; carl's hauſe;,. that, a, par- 
ſon was there. (tho no pe, is affigned for 
his preſence). major Carrington, Who, „I ſup: 
poſes. was 1 French, major, happened to be | 
there alſo, and ſhe tells vou, What 1 all 


alive, who was preſent at the marriage, tho! 
it was in 1742, except the aunt and her friend 
Mies. Knight: Mrs. Knight ſays, ſhe. never 
after went to lord! Angleſey's: ; aud 155 
begauſe he was apt to Curſe, and ſwear: 
1e a. woman, who kept a houſe for 
Iriſh Hager „ ſhould be ranch. a nt 

an. 4 ede ons od rand T6093 
„Tbey Al does that, young Ricans mes 
called . Altham 3 Which is not the title of 
the eldeſt ſon (chat being lord Ariheſley) and 
that the doctors preſcribed for him alſo by 
Wat nme tho doQors never mention, the 
patient's name in their preſeriptions, and 
hardly ever write any thing therein intelli- 
gible to any but the faculty, as the phraſe 
is. The ſponſors for the heir of theſe titles 


and 


; rot 1 name. other ſponſ rs, becauſe 

dy ſuch nomination the fact might N 
. 00 ,-Richard... foungy his claim cupolt the,moſt condeſcending and tbe moſt in+ 
evidence of. 4 public marriage, of which lor, OY erent, that ever exi iſted; if the witneſs is to 
Angleſey made no:ſccret,; on evidence that he believe for after the earl went aver to 


| his mother was called lady#Angleſey,. and England, the. never made: any enquiry about | 


he himſelf lord Altham ; and yet the counſe] him. If. ſhe were! bis lawful wife, Would ſhe 
for the fitting lord will ay, mat. b he was ar not have taken her ſon as.the only comfort, 
fraid to own the marriage. with þis\mathers ſhe could xeſore. to, and enjoy che company 
and that his circumſtances made jt * of her only, child, the heir of ſuch great ho- 
to keep i it fecret 3 fo different are the means, nours and. fortune yet there i is no evidence 
which artifice and impoſture make. uſe; of to. of | her enquiting, 170 bim, after he, was re- 
arive at the /ame ends Both ftories are. ſo moved, to major, C ar ingtoß s; it is Haid by 
inconſiſteiht, and ſo vontradidtory to the 5 


2s. Buh 1 15 


courſe of human affair, that neither is ra called countefs of Angleſey; that ſhe. we 
dible. This lady died in 1749 of a conſump- to Yorkſhire, in that character; is, there 5 
tion (as the witneſs calls her diſorder) cauſ: witneſs to prove, that ſhe was called. o. there ? 
ed by her hearing of the earl's marriage with Could ſhe be ſo. unoaturgl ; as to let her 2 
Mrs. Simpſon; but you are told „that three of and a child of ſo great expeRations,, 8⁰ 
the daughters of Mrs, Simpſon; were ſent by in age wi 
lord Angleſey to the care of this lady, and 
lived in her houſe ; A child got before. mar- 
riage is often brought into the houſe, but it 
is hardiy to. be imagined, that. a lady, who 
was dying of a conſumption, would have. a 
child of that marriage, which, was the cauſe 
ol her diſorder; brought into her houſe: Tbe 
true cauſe. of her diſorder. was the anger of 
her father, who. would not ſee her, who (if 
you. believe the ſtory). never could forgive a 
daughter, whoſe only crime was, that ſhe 
had married an earl of Great Britain, tho? except a ſmall ſupply, for 2 ſhort. time that 
very few years reconciled him to a daughter, ſhe: ated as miſtreſs of | bis feundling hoſpi- 
who married Stephen Hay; 3. . Mrs. Hay has ta * le never followed him or ſued him for 
told your lordſhips, that ber motive for en- alimony, or maintenance, tho” the wrotigs. 
quiring ſo cloſely for this young man was, and indignities which ſhe ſuffered, tho' her 
that a pretty. eſtate deſcended from her mo- neceflities, would have induced her thereto, 
ther, and chat this boy was intitled to a ſhare. 
of it ; to one third ; if you believe her, the, 
is moſt uncommoniy. diſintereſted, for. very, 
rare in, theſe days is that,girtuous difi mereſ- 


vent o only ; 3, omen generally. art wil 
gitimate chili ten in that way. $he never 
enquired, for him till three yeats after; ſhe 


never once went to ſee lord Angleſey, tho 


when every Britiſh peer was ſummoned; for 
Mr. Kavanag h ee your lordſhips, that - 
be lodged with ſord Angleſey the whole 
time, and that no ſuch woman as a counteſs 
of Angleſey came to ſee him, ous 7 
Lord Angleſey never gave " A filling; 


ordinary wife, made a wife in. a extraordi- 
nary. a manner, never, it ſeems, enquired! fo 4 
either hushand or child. 85 f 


42 will hal h de pur liv 5 
due ü em a low degreeqto thac heb 
tank, would ſubmit, to ſuch tragtment ; the _ 


#tbat ſor ſeven years. .ſhe was. - 


he went over, to the trial of the rebel lords, 


had ſhe any claim to either; but this ertra- 


tedneſis which will look out for a perſon, Who 
is intitled to take away the third part of an 
eſtate; ſhe proceeds and tells you, my lords, 
that Richard, tho' his mother was in Eng- 
land, was put into the | houſe. of major Car- 
* 3 that lord Ang eſey came over in. the. 


A nurſe was alfo examined; who told bee 


truth, yet coupled it with, ſo many falſe. 


hoods, that ſhe is not to be credited; there 


is no doubt, that ſhe nurſed the child, and | 


that Richard and the preſent ſitting lord are 
ſons ( but natural ſons) of lord Angleſey. 
This woman bas gone 2 little further, and 


- year. 1743, and carried away the coach and 
ſix horſes and all his ſervants, and got an 
one horſe. chaiſe for lady Angleſey, (2 caro 
riage very; ſuitable to the ſituation ſhe: was 
really in) ſhe. kept a foundling hoſpital fon 
Him; for all his. natural children were _ 
wich un in a little Wen houſe. 
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ſays, ſhe was ſent for in five weeks, (the 

former nurſe being diſcharged 
a, ſore. breaſt) and that the lady was perfectly. 

| well, and yet lord Angleſey humſelf goes up 
to the nurſery and preſents the child to this 

n e bim to . as bis ſon and 
beit 
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married büf the father (as the "Fo 


ner alliance to MF, Stipben E eule e ber k 
ber on mouth will L judge her; the fays, that r, appears altogether: Spe, + Wo is 
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was afhadied to own him for her child, 
le mither ufually is the petfon; who agrees 
tbe the” nütſes wages, Where the boy's 7 


Hot be credfted) generally” agters 10 

nurſing of ut} evildren as Richard. 

Mrs. Knight, when aſked whether lh ah 
riage in Auguſt was 4 jocular matriage, an 


fuch a 


Was martied very young, and 
her morals could not be much improved by 


but from 


Her father got her urrefted to know, whether 


| Many wem alſd hate "after n Jong e dite 


. pied worden, who!” heh neee 
ſivered; that ſhe did not ably but it was. Bet- - 
ter 6viderice will be requited' (© effabliſh 
Kory khan that of theſe two women; 
Mrs. Buntin 


tous und Honcutsbie metives, made her the 
ouly amends in” their! power by wertige. 


on, and when 4 miſtreſs by a 


dearriienits, ind a "<onipliahch Wh „ 


humours, 1 Perbape de ip 


But that x difolitte ”-_ 9 457 gained . 


1 fow v moneks aft f 
bis miſtriſs, that he"ſhei 


. Hot to be believed, that We did it as an act of 


der ies: and "wi ip 11 9 * — 4 


Hit; and ſhe in return had à bad opinion of ac 


*. Ireland, "and. her motives to deſtroy 


| that of Jer ſou, were ſo_ptedt, that I lay no 


the was murtied to Stephen Hay or not, tho reparation 3 the whole tenour of his Hife ad 
ſhe cohabited with Him ſeveral months before character excludes ſuch un idea, and on the 
to his knowledge; this ſhews,' her father had other hand fortiſies the ſuppoſition of his hav- 


| 2 bad opinſom of her, fot he ſuppoſed, ſhe ing fabricated an inſtrument at a diſtant pe- 


would cohabit with Hay tho not married to tiod in order to ey 


uit the fitting 


itimate his children. 1 
lord of having any hand 
him, for The fays, he would not give any of in the pt. It was contrived, when be was 
his childiviy any thing in his life time. an infant; the contriver ſtill lives and carries 

The influence of the preſetit lady Angleſey it on; it was natutal for him to believe 5% 
the mether's tale and 10 adopt. ber bene tho 

claim of a mah /3 mach Jeſs improbable than he might ſee with half an eye, that bis in- 
tereſt was but a ſecondary motive, and that 
ſtreſs on the acts done in Ireland to prove the her conduct and wiſhes to make her oton 


baſtardy of Richitd; but When be was in Honours and fortune ſecure have rendered 
England, he muſt laws ſeen his mother's te- his claim inſupportable. His conduct dur - 


lations; he was preſent at the hearing before 
the houſe of lords in Great Britain, yet he 
acquleſeed all along, till he cohceived' ſome 
reſentment agaioft the ſitting lord; prompted 


ing the courſe of this intereſting trial would 


prepolleſs one much in his favour, und make 


one lament; that he had not a Ka om N. 


it was poſſible for him to ſu 


The ne 


| on the fitting lord Fourgl his 
the moſt inctedible. N 
a fing}e inftince to be found in the annals of * without betraying their client, and 
tithe, in all the tranſaQtions, of matikind, in the duty they owe him; and that is at preſent 
the experience of indi viduals, or even in the my diſagreeable ſituation: I ſhall be under 
fiction of noveliſts, of ſuch 4 marriage ac che the neceſſity of mentioning tone unpleaſing 
pfeſent. Many Afgdläte men bare married citcumſtances, which I-coutd- wiſh to omit 3 
women to get polſeſſion of their perſons, ma- but I cannot do that confiſtently with my 
ny Virtuous men hav © in che * of frailty,- . which forbids me to omit any juſt ob- 


by reſentment he inſtitutes this claim, t queſtion for your lordMips & con- 


Which, tho? it can never end fn victory, will ſideration I, whether the father and mother 
ot be Fang, as he has made out fo much of the ſitting lord were married on the 1 5th 


4 better caſe, than the fitting lord, that the of September 1741 ; and your lordſhips: opi- 
ting lord can never ſucceed, nion of that fact mult depend upon the evi- 
One would imagine, that there never was dence” of lady Anigfeſey, the only perſon 


a ſtory of a imutriage fo ridiculous and in- living, who was'prefent at the marriage (if 


credible as the one I have mentioned, if I any ſuch was ever had) and the authemvicity. 


i jel if " ? 


ever came before any y judieature, that, where- It is the mivsfortwne\o 
pretenſidns, is 2 ſome cafes, where 
There is not perhaps | 


e 


by forbearing to mention harſh 


ſeryations 


1 


hid not 4 more ridirulous to relate; and of and credit to be given to the Mom of | 
all the chimetical claims of marriage that Lawrence” 


they cannot xenify | 


eee 1 vi, A 
much to he 0e g. your lere, 


| in eircumſtatices, who 
| on lord Auge Pa eſtate, aud ſold ale. 
She was chen ſeventeen years of age, hw, 
beatifu) young meme, and could | not 
whs bad lately before on ſuſpjgho 1 of ink. 


377 


7 parted with go j Sippen, 
tharkor ſeventeen years (had: a conſidered © 
as his wife, and introduce at the Caſtle as 


fuch. + Mifs Donovan did not ſeruple to go | 


to live witty lord Angleſey, whoſe wife _. 


Prüſt was then alive ; with 4 mari not of the 
aba morals * © Yet was the on the fir? 
invitation prevailed upon to go to his houſe, 
_ where ſhe remained during ths lives of Ann 
Pruſt and Ann Simpfon. She alledges, he 
married her in the month of September in 
the 'year 1741 ; her eldeſt daughter (and ſbe 


did not came before her time) was born in e 
February, following, five: months after the 


alledged marriage: Lord Anglefey therefore 


was not reduced to the diſagreeable neceſſity 


which other men experience, either to deſert 


the purſuit of a handſome woman, or marry 


her, But ſhe would have your lordſhips believe, 
| that lord Angleſey married her after the full 
enjoyment of all thoſe beauties, which are to 
 moſi men the flrangeſt temptations to marry. 
But it is ſaid, my lords, that lord Angleſey 
might have married her, as he wiſhed for an 
heir to his honours : He was but 47' years 


old at that time, As a man of that age 


need not deſpair of an heir by a proper wife, 
Lord Angleſey could not be ſo ſhort-ſighted 
as not to have foreſeen, that To unequal a 


marriage as that of an earl to the ditipbter- 


of a poor ale-ſoller on his (eſtate, who was 
then his kept miſtreſs, would be futurely 
queſtioned, and 1 


try, (but high blood l 21 fear, now no proof 
of chaſtity) who would have rejoiced, if lord 
Angleſey had communicated to them his in- 


_ tention of marrying her, and would not 


think thg addition of a counteſs a diſgrace to 
their family, This family lived within three 


miles of lord Angleſey, and no donbt would 
have been highly pleaſed with an invitation 
ie be preſent at the ome ; but no wit- | 


\ 


equire the moſt crediblgy. 
witneſſes to eſtabliſh it. T believe, and it ig, 
worn, that this lady is related to the family. 
ofa very 'reſpeQable gentleman in that coun-"" 


"tranſaction E Nr r 


young trooper of ſeventeeir years! of age, 
who happened to comb x few days before” on 


hot prides, whoſe ſecurity, your lord ips arc 
told; depended on the: toncealnent "of | this 


Þis'difererior: 3 he was not of 
eien; not could ie be hpi, © 


trooper could conceal his pride in bldg 25 


brother of 'a 'ounteſs; When by proclaiming 
| Her marriage he ' was' freed from the Nam 


and diſgrace; hs (uffered, by being the bro- 


ther of 'a kept miftreſs's He was the 


unfit, and thetefore the moſt unlikely, to to de 


called in to be a witneſs of fo great an event, 
The other witneſs was Charles Kavans 

A iſles: Was ever a marriage of any 
ſon of high condition celebrated in ho pre- 
fence of two ſuch perſons; ar by ſuch a matt 
as Eautence Neil? The fr proof alone 
ds eredit to fuch a ſtory; and yet the 


Mir the mibforrench wt d 
family had not redice 

dipence, ſhe mi 
to her ben; but the morals of the beſt wo- 
mam might be corrupted by ſuch an educa- 
tion, as the got, and by the ſeenes in which 
' the muſt have been en gaged. She was in 
her carly days bred up Fa an alehouſe, under 
the care of a mother who appears in a bad 


1 her 


light; and your lordfhips know the conſe- 
moval to lord Angleſey and 


quence of her 
his profligate alfoatdtes. She atteſts 4 fact, 


which no perſon alive can oontradiłt, ſo that 
ſhe ſwears under ſuch eus eie that ſhe | 
can incur no temporal danger from pejjury: , * 

Here then, my lords, you have a woman 


eftabliſhing her own jointure (which, if Ris 
chard ſucceeds, is diſputable at leaſt ;) a 


mother (wearing ber ſon into titles of honour 


and great eſtates, and her daughters into 
ank ane fortunes to repair the diſgrace the 
brought upon them by the ignamimy of 


K "their. birth. The evidence of ſuch a woman 
muſt be received with the greateſt caution; 
for parental fondneſs may/recontile to itſelf 
a deviation from truth, and gild it with tbe 
name of a Pious fraud. The civil Jaw does 


not allow a patent to be a witneſs for a child; 
the objeRtion goes to the competency of the 
parent; ſo a witneſs intereſted to the value 
of five ſhillings is incompotent, This lady 
comes to "Rt TROY under-all-the preju- 

| dices 


„ ro. Lord Angleſey; "whoſe happine/i; 


gh pe, 
* 
% 


\witteſſes | to prove we oy iS liable =o 


«duce lady Auzleley to in- 
bt have been an ornament 
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before ſettled their diſputes. There was a 


1 


can dh the bud NP z but 


a 18 her teſtimony. ? She tells your lord- 


"ſhips, that lord Angleſey ſeveral ties before 
the marriage had propoſed marriage to her; 


it muſt be from thence inferred, that ſu e- 
veral times refuſed to marry him, elſe fuch 
frequent propoſals. and ſolicizations were un⸗ 
neceſſary; and it is (1 believe) the firſt in- 
Nance, that a woman in her circumſtanetes re- 
Huired much courtſhip. The uſual orden of Account by the 2 
things is here reverſed: Women in her fitu- 


ation. frequently-ſollicit men; but in this 


caſe the man is the perſon, who ſolicits the 


lady to marry him, and is fFequently. refyſed ; 


but ſhe condeſcendediat length, and tells your 

lordſhips, that he married her in the preſence 
of the two witneſſes, I have mentioned She 
ſays, this was to be kept the moſt profound 


ſecret, for lord Angleſey was then in ſuch 
great Liftreſs, that he could not communi- 
cate it to any petſon It was a new nod. 
to. relieve hinyelf from diftreſs to to ma ry F 
young lady, who never had any fe 1 e, an 
whom he deprived of her honour.” But why 


was it to be kept a ſecret ? The contrivers 
of this ſcheme judged. from lord Angleſ 75 


paſt conduct, that any, ſtory of bis delicacy 


uld know it. The aſſignment of this 


f 7 Sanſa alone without any other circumſtance 


or evidence proves the falſhood of the whole; 
for lord Angleſey and Charles nneſſey came 
to an agreement in the year 1737. What 


fear could lord Angleſey have entertained 


from Charles Anneſley s knowledge of his 
e ? as he and Charles Anneſley had 


| final ſettlement then entered into, which 
Charles Anneſley did not deſire to break 


thro', for on the contrary he filed a Ln for 2 


ick execution of it. 


Paws Angleſey was but forty ſereg * i) hat be true, Jet 
of age; Charles Annelley bad no chilly be, 
long "<narried': Then. why ſhould Jl Uh women: kreps 6 ſecret, 
Seas! He had Wars got A decree ane "a 


ſo: [that The: was no o rigour, no. Pacing 


that he did not make uſe of againſt lord 


Angleſey, though he conſidere 
married: What benefit then ha 
gleſey from this ſecrecy 


im as un- 
lord An- 
7 None 1 ſot the 


. of: Hoping: ou. 
this marriage to 


heir imagina- 


for eleven years, 60. 


which kept miſtreſſes ate expoſed ? 


A 


1 


Hed ane 1 eſen 4 

prompted him to publiſh, and; to declare 
that he did it in reſentment: But Charles 
Anzeſley died in the yet 174% then all 
lord Angleſey's' fears from that quarter were 
+ remougd ;// and yet thoug 
portunity (as is ſworn)" bo 6 divulge” it, it is 
ſtill as profound 2 ſgeret. as ever, as though 
it had nevef been 3 but . 1 * they would 


1 7 'S > 
y . 05 4 2 
"why ſhoulllJ 
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do with the W hi of 
James Landy, who claimed as the legi- 


timate ſon of lord Altham ? ſo that lord 


Angleſey muſt have loſt the titles and eſtare; 
whether he was married or not, if Landy 
ſucceeded. And it cannot be ſuppoſed, that 
Mr. Francis Annefley, a moſt reſpectable 
gentleman, who was the next in ſucceſſion 
to ſome of the honours, in caſe of the death 
of the earl without iſſue, male, would ſup- 
port Landy's claim, to remove himſelf much 


farther from thoſe honouts. Why therefore _ 
's | ſhould lord Angleſey aſter the year 1747 
. to offend his relations (che uſual cauſe: for c 

| | fecreſy) in ſueh caſes would not be credited; 
they therefore have toßfüred t 
tions to find out another cauſe ; MY and that i is, 
| om he was afraid, that Mr Charles Anneſley 


cal a tranſaction ſo important to his fa- 


Shy ? at a time when he had a number of 


beautiful children in the houſe, and that the 
influence of lady Angleſey began to com. 
mence ? yet lord Angleſ y. did not diſcloſe 
that important ſecret in 1747, The reaſon 


i plain: The reaſon aſſigned for keeping it 


a ſecret is trifling 1 in compariſon of the great 


important motive to publiſh it. Suppoſing 


his fears of Charles Anneſley. real, yet upon 
his death lord Angleſey (if married) would 
have embraced the firſt opportunity of reſ- 
cuing his lady and children from the appa- 
rent conſequences of a marriage kept alteady 


too long a ſecret: But what is ſtill more 
ſurpriſing, lady Angleſey ſays, this was con- 
cealed by her till the marriage in 1752; that 


e did not reveal it even to her mother. If 
femalt ſecrecy. be .no longer. 
eftioned';, for here is a ſecond "wonder, ang. 


Is it to be 
credited, that a lady of. ſuch high ſpirit, as 
ſhe appeared to your loraſhips to have, would 
aſcious-of. her right to 
better treatment, fuffer the ingignities, to 
Will 
your lordſbips believe, that ſhe cauld for ſo 
many years ſtifle two of the ſtrongeſt paſ-. 


_ perſecution did not ceaſe in bony cp ſions in the female breaſt, pride and revenge 2. 


che ſecrecy. If lord Angleſey was then mar. 
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+ The __ of declaring . an Engliſh . 
| |  * countels, 
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titles of. n and fortune — 
dren; and the ; of, revenging/on 
her on ſex the: numberleſs. mortifications: 
which ſhe had enduted from them : Your. 
Jordſhips; cannot believe it. She fays, that 
her mother lived with her in lord Angleſey's 
houſe; yet that ſne neter told her, that ſhe 


vas married, but hintediit to her (as ſhe ex 


preſſed it.) She muſt» have Had a light epi- 
nian of ber mothet's virtue, not to be more. 
explicit with her as to the terms upon which 
ſhe lived with. lord Angleſey; and her mo- 
ther: muſt have deſerved ſuch an opinion, 


when ſhe was contented with 4 bare hint. 


If her mother was not fully ſatisfied of the 
jage, ſhe. muſt have been a bad woman 
60 bars lived with ber daughter, and be 
ſpectatreſa of her crimes; If ſhe conſidered 
ber daughter martied; is it credible, my 
lords; that ſhe, the mother of 'a 
would in the year 1745 marry the poor black- 
ſmith of lord Angleſey, who lived on his de- 
meſine and near his houſe, and that they 
ſhould be permitted to live in their natural 
obſcurity within the view of a noble earl and 
his lady, who were diſgraced by ſuch an al- 


Harice'z and yet neither the lord or lady 


mewed the leaſt reſentment to either of them; 
or raiſed their fathet-in-Jaw. to any higher 


ſtation, but ſuffered him ſtill to continue a 


Poor labouring blackſmith in the ſame place. 


It is therefore evident; that in 1745 the 


neareſt neighbours, or the tradeſmen of the 
family, had not the leaſt ſuſpleion, that lord 
Angleſey was married to her 3 elſe the black- 
ſmith of the family would never have pres 


ſumed. to:addrefs the mother of a counteſs.: 


But it ſeems; lady Angleſey was (if the evi2 
dence is to be believed) the only perſons, who 


kept this ſecret ; for Mr. Maſterſon,' who 


was produced as a witneſs. by the fitting lord; 
ſays, that in the year 17409 the earl of An- 
gleſey in the preſence of two other gentle- 


men told him at Camolin- park, that he was 


married to her. and that without injoining 


ſecrecy: That lord Angleſey. often in com- 


pany called her lady Angleſey; and that in 
the ſame year a chambermaid came in, and 
wanting ſomething, the earl deſired her to 
call to lady Angleſey for it. 
cret before, would not that maid joyfully 
have told it to her miſtreſs ? to her fellow- 


ſervants? and would act. the. e have | 
their fears only, which ſuggeſted the neceſ- 
ſity of them. If the contriyer of this farce 


had any ſolid judgment, be would not hope 
e He © 


heard of it? s 

Miss Batt * what, in rj 19-2 1752 W 
Apparel publickly at: Roſs, and that ſhe, was 
- there treated by every body, and by lord An- 


of 1752 3 and if you conſider, the ; 
given of it, it will r as ridiculous 2 
counteſs, 


If it was a ſe- 
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glaſey: hionſelf,: rn An a 
neighbours it ſeems, (except people of. faſhion} 
viſited het as. ſuch ; and that four months 
beſdre he aſſumed that character, or diſcloſed. 


her right to it to any body, Mr. Totten-- 
ham gave ſomewhat a different.account.from. 
Miſs Batt ; why then did they not marry. in 


June, hen ſhe avowed; herſelf lady Angle- 


ſey d for it was ſworn, that a, ſoap-boiler's, 
wife (that being the firſt „time ſhe was a 


dounteſs) came to the town, and went to viſit: 


her; yet ſhe herſelf. keeps the ſecret invio- 


bable,} Both ſtorjes cannot be believed and 
the rule is, Where there is contradictory evi- 
dence on the fame fide not to believe either 
part of that evidence. The plot now begins 
to thieken, and we are come to the marriage 


farce; das ever was actet. 

A noble lord inyites anmnpen to dine, but 
vone of. diſtinction, tho ſeveral perſons of 
faſhion; lied near, particularly Mrs, Dono- 
van; who was a,relation of this lady. This 
ſecond. marriage has been very elegantly. cal- 


led a recognition of the former marriage. 4 


never. before heard of a man martying a wo- 
man to recognize a N marriage to her 
after the birth of children ; it was never 


done to legitimate th children. born before. 
It happens generaliy and luckily too for the 
are wicked 


publick, that weak. people”, only. 
enough, to form ſuch ſchemes ; and however 


cunning they may be, or think themſelyes, 
| ariden DO impoſe upon the ſagacious 0 


"A gt 141 98 


4 hy: * 14 . ne to . ee ee your 
8 are told, that Neil happened to be 
there, and that lord Angleſey without ap- 


prizing him of | his intentions calls. on hin 


ſuddenly. to marry them over again: It was 
ſchemed, that all the world ſhould be i impo- 


ſed upon, Mr. Maſterſon. tells you, indeed, 
that it was 4 preconcertad plan, and that 


Neil was to aſſume the appearance of ſur= 


prize, and the lady, who knew. very. well, the 


certificate would be called. for, had it above 
ſtairs ready ripped from the robings of ber 


gown, and went for it. It was handed a- 
bout to the company, and Neil officiouſly 
declares, that it was all his .hand-writing and 


the hand writing of the witneſſes. Where 


was the occaſton of ſuch. declarations? In 


3 2 


lably till the marriage in 1752: Is that pro- 


A. 
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eiae - on the meanelt capacity; nid would 
be aſhamed to o-] õi it. This cendudt is 
2 Arong, that: lord Angleſey; and 
the lady, and the parſong wore conſeitas; that 
there was no marriage in the year 1741 (It 
has been ſworn; that lord Angleſey confulred 
council upon this mode of proceeding, but 


culous advice. But what did his own coun- 
eil Mr. Fitzgerald adviſe him to do) to in- 
| Kits 3 ſuit to eſtubliſn the marriage of 
174 : But the obſtaeles to that mode were 
inſuperable; Neil was alive, and thougb he 
would give a certificate, he would not be 


the year 1741; and no court of juſtices in 
this kingdom would have believed him, if he 
mad. A ſuit had been before inſtituted, and 
was then depending in the confiftorial court, 
by Mrs. Simpſon te eſtabliſh ber marriage, 
in which any couneil would have "adviſed 
Mrs. Donovan to intervene, if ſhe could prove 
the matriage of the year 1741. This ſhews, 
there was no marriage till 17523 which was 
had for two purpoſes, in whieh this lady 
ſeems to have confidered her own intereſt on- 
I. If ber only object was to eſtabliſh the 
, matriage of 1741, there is no man alive, 
who would not have adviſed her againſt 2507 
#idiewlows marriage in 152. But her true 
jekt was to be à ebunteſs, and ſhe would 
not reſt her tele to that honour upen the pre- 
tended marriage of the year 1741, when ſhe 
ow make it fure by a marriage in 1752. 
She ſaeriſiced to her own views und intereſt a 
88 for Her: children, than they can 
now make; for the marriage of the year 
1741 is (if poſſible) made nerd incredible by 
that in the year 1732. Another motive was 
the enjoyment of a jointare, wbhieh the earl 
vad 4 power of cherging for 4 wife and 
which the * 05 Wo A _ 
tle her to enjoy. - | 590 
IL admit the any of ealliny 
fons, who have bee lulled into . 
general uncontroverted repatarion, to prove their 
marriage ot legitimacy after # length of time 


this caſe no ſueh ſeverity ean be complained 
of. The general voice called upon theſe par- 
ties to elear up this tranſaction, not aſter the 
deaths of their witneſſes, but in the: % of 
Neif ; not after they had bean falled\into fe-- 
curity by the opinien and acknowledgment cou 
of mankind ; but at 4 time when it was ge- 
netully reported, and uni verſaly believed, 
Nu they were never matiiedi: "OO" own 
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Tam ſure, no council gave him ſo very . 


hardy enough to ſwear, he married them in 


and the deaths of all their witneſſes ; but in 


of this ia, brought abaut by the 3 
chance; which often! detedts impoſitions : 1 
meim the pacchment iinmutiouſiy produced 
by the fitting lord, ich porting a will intended 
to have bern cxecuted by lord Angleſey in 
the year 1) 5 when cha inſtnenes of: lady 
Angleſey, the“ not at ite height, had be- 
come very powerful: She employech Mz. 
Jutler a gentleman of exereding good cha- 
rater (But who was: not lord! Angleſey at- 


torney, Mr. Mack White being then his at- 
torney in all his other duſinefs). This will uus 
 draww by counſellor Fuzgerald from inſtru . 


tom tal en from the mourh: of lord 
himſelf at Camo in. The drafc of ce uin 
drawn by Mes. Fitzgerald in Dublin, was 
fent don for lord Angleſey's'approbationg 
before it was ingroſſed. His: lordſhip re- 


turned it after carefully reading and: approv- 


ing of it, with directions to /jngroſs it! This 
ws, that it was one of the beſt 'conſrtered 
wills, that could be, and that every word in- 
ferted in it had the repeated approbation. 66 
lord: Angleſey himfelf.\. Let me remind your 
tord[hips of this win: One of the firſt be. j 
queſts i it is to John Jans; who lived: many 
years in the. houſe-with-'lord Angleſey, and 
who of all his diſſolute companions' had the 
greateſt influemce upon him, and tho greataſt 
ſhare; of his confidences I own, that a le- 
gavy of 100 l. only is given to him, but it is 
mentioned in this will to he given in addition 
to an annuity” of 100. for life, ſecured to 
hing by deed; by this then Ians, a witneſs 
to the certificate of 17 5, the friend, con- 
fidant, and intimate acquaintance of lord An- 
gleſey was to be rewarded for playing his 
part in the marriage of 1752. By this 2 le- l 
gacy of 5001. is bequeathed to the daughter = 
of Ians : This 500k, is equal to the ſum, lord 
Angleſey: gave his daughter by miſs Glover 
in the ſame will; but the ſubſequent part 
of che will-ſhews, it is impoſſible, that any 
man, who conſidered hitriſelf as: married to 
the lady at thus time, could have intended to 
execute ſuch a will: He bequeaths à thou- 
ſand pounds a year to her, and calls her in- 
dead by che title of lady Angleſey, but he 
rakes care to call her Juliana Donovan coun- 
te e Angleſey, well knowing that nobody 
could beve known, who the counteſs was or 
the object of that bequeſt, if he had not 
given * ſirname as 4 ley to lead to the diſ- 
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his-fon Arthur but bst by bis -title of tho- 
nour as he does in u filbſequent will executed. 
i ee e rte een Hs 
him 2001, 6 year; till he enters the uni- 
verſity; or is admitted in one of the inns of 
coutt to apply hinafelf 10 the ſtudy of the 
lawz und in that caſe he is to have 300. u 
year : But it may be ſaid; that would nat be 
un uſeleſt eduentlen to u young Hiobleman 4 
but then there it à deviſe in the ſame words 
to Richard; differing unly in the quantum of 
the llowance ? Lord Angleſey muſt have 
had the ſame idea with reſpett to both; he 
clearly did not conſider him as legitimate at 
that — becauſe this will gabe each of 
rhem the ſame power of making a jointure; 
the ſume power was given to Richard his 
natural ſon; whomever vould be'an'early that 
was given to Arthur“ N Then he direQs his 
buen te bels 0 4s edueating both his 
children in literature and the ſtudy of the 
law: Aud it appears clearly, that he intended, 
that Arthur mould uftet his death be a prae- 
riſing barriſter, ant receive only 3067. u yeat 
dut of the eſtate; till all debts and legacies 
(which were very conſiderable): aufd be 
paid. This was providing fot an event after 
his 6wn death; ati if any thing ſaid or done 
by lord Angleſey ought to have the ſally? 
weight in rhis ' eaſe; this proviſion ſpeaks 
lowdly,/ that he was well aware, that Arthur 
_ ebuld never bs 4 peer of Great Britain; for 
4 peer of Great Brita cannot be u practiſing 
barriſter; he has a judicial capacity; and can- 
nöt with propriety urgue as council in à cauſe, 
which he may finally determine 3 and the 
duke of Somorſrt's - younger ſon, cho only 
a lord by coutteſy, was not permitted to 
practice as a battiſter after the honour of 
dukedom "deſcended on His father. But in 
the year 1954, when the influence of mis 
lady was grown ſtill more powerful, (for it 
appears to have encreaſed with his years) ne 
made another will, wheteby the legacy of a 
10061. a year is given to Juliana counteſs of 
Angleſey, omitting the name Donovan, be- 
cauſe the marriage of 1752 had eſtabliſhed 
her, right to ine title of cbunteſs: In this 
there is no mention of the Rudy of the law, 
no paultry maintenance of 3607, a year; here 
her influence operated: In two years only 
after the former will be by this reduces Ri- 
chard from gol. a year, given to him and his 
heirs for evet by the former will, to a ſum 
of 3000. tho being but nine years old he 
couſd not then have offended or diſobliged 
ur” ” By another will, made in & few 8 


7 Ws 


Aster, his bounty to Rich ip bedboed 1b 
1000. which is moſt punctually paid him 
But here her aſce wn 10 
that ſlro could make bim da * pleaſed; 


a8 appears” from the evidence of Meri Peres 
the witieſs'of the fitting lotd : Me teld yout | 
lordſhips; that Richards wh commited a 
chlldiſh fault; was not to be Torgivers bub} | 


= letter ta my lady and that thy 
ſagnelty tu ſee her iufluenet ſo ſt 
deſirod the letter to be witten tö her fot 
that nothing cduld be done but by het Intesa 


boy had be 


eight ypare old, ſhe about thirty, r 
beuntiſul and ug ing. Experience ſhows; 
what a great degroe uf influeßce, ch A wes 


man aided by a humber of very promiſing 


and cogaging chiteren, mey scduite 6466-8 
man  vedealihed © into the wle Bf it 
Now f for the firſt time this idea of Mu f 1 Mo 


way entertained, or at leaſt It was firſt ment 
_ tiohe® to lord Angleſey; - As 


% Nins 
ſhall mention, is very material. Mf. Fates 
Annefley uf Ballyſax; the uncle fr che 
claimant Mr. John Anneſſey (and who, if he 
had lived; would eonfeſſedly ſuceeed te the 


honours now in queſtion} was in 175% 169 


debted to lord Angleſey in tie ſum df fevers 


hundred and fifty pounds and 4 bond fer 


that ſuch was in the yoar 1539 (eight yeaty 
after the pretended tmatriaꝶe in 1 941 Exeebta 


ed by Him payable to his lady by che name ef 


Jullans Donovan. It was diſcoversd; that 
this bond had amengſt Geher pupefs come 


inte the hands of year pekitibher Mr. Jo 


Anneſley and (no doubt) enefuded that it 
would be produced; the counſel for the fitting 


lord knew, how nereffary it would be to leſſen 


the foros of ſuch evidence, (bur bow inef+4 


fectual were their ndeaviitrs Þ 2) add there- 


fore by way of anticiparivit asked lady An- 


gleſey about it; wh admitted; tirat fuch a 


bond Was taken in her name, and ſigned by 
het in ber malden name, for the money die 


on it; but ſhe tells you, chat lotd Angleſey 


came up twice ee e before The would ſign 
the feecipt, and 
would wer then ſign it for him, but did at 
Iaſt, hen Ians faid there would be no living 
in the Houſe, if he did het ſigu it. It is 
eſtabIIMied in law, as in Ebtnitibin ſenſe, "that 
10 perſon” dan by bis den Polllence d ui 
3 J bis own 

4 receipt in ber maiden" name to the very 
petſon, who was to contend for the Honours 


Srost in- % 


rorigy'thache 


poſition. Lord Angleſey in 1744 wad fifty 


thut Ians came up, and (he 


4. She in 17 50 figned 
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his own name? why not in the name of any 


* lord: it dene ** by 
ber | own: cuidenct to enervate arid weaken 


the:conſequence of chat at. n e t 4uil 


„Mr. Butler tells you, my lotde, ſhe came 


dow in tears: muttering the worda un 


tages aud ſigned che tecsipt with teluktanct 


| This tranſaRtion happened after the death of 


Charles; Anneſley, when all motives for ſe- 
erecy were at an end, two years only before 


the marriage in 1752. In 1750 lord Angle 


ſey would keep the marriage ſecret at | night, 
in 11752 he would make it public ne 
non day ſun.” She ſaid, the reaſon why. n, 
uneaſy at ſigning that particular receipt, was, 
that ſhe would not have any thing appear on 


record againſt her in her maiden name; ſhe 


did not appear ſo ignorant to your lordſhips, 
that you can ſuppoſe, ſhe thought a receipt or 
a bond was to be on tecord; ſhe was not 
afraid to ſign. a\deed; that was to be on record, 
for in fix. 5 after ſhe ſigned a warrant of 


attorney to acknowledge ſatisfaction on the 


rechrd of another judgment, obtained by 
herſelf; by the name of Juliana Donovan 


againſt Edward Hay ſor fix hundred pounds, 


Which, I ſuppoſe, ſhe did not imagine would 
be produced ; when ſhe gave her former evi- 
dence, there was à judgment proved and a 
record produced and proved alſo, whereby it 


appeared; that ſatisfaction was acknowledged 
en the record of that judgment, and it ap- 


pears hy the record itſelf, that the warrant 


was executed by the ſame perſon, by the very 
name in which the judgment was obtained, 


(to wit.) J uliana Donovan. The officer tells 
you, it was ſatisſied on the oath of John Ians, 


the perſon who ſwore the affidavit. of the ex · 


ecution of the warrant by Juliana Donovan; 
It is plain, that he, who lived in the family for 
the whole time, that he who was the friend, 
the confi ent; of lord Angleſey, that he, who 
prevailed upon lady Angleſey to gn this 
unlucky receipt, did not conſider ber then as 
married, or he could not ſwear, that he ſaw 
Juliana Donovan execute it; but ſhe was again 
called. to endeavour to take away the force 
of this evidence, and ſhe ſaid, lord Angleſey 
took this bond without her knowledge 3, why 
ſhould lord Angleſey, 2 neceſſitaus man, 


take theſe two bonds in her name ? Why by. 
ber maiden, name ? for he could nat flatter 


himfelf,. that the private, matriage would not 
de conteſted, and he, muſt have known, that 


_ theſe; bonds would be ſtrong evidence to diſ- 


prove it. Why did he not take the bonds in 


cryltce whom it could ne na reaſon 


ti; 


£ 
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ak be aſſigned, wiy he, who u not tohebe 
been in the utmoſt diſtreſs for money, ſhould 
ſuffer. two: large ſums to remain dat intereſt ſo 
long, after they became due. There ion 
obvious Wa (and one on) of accounting 
for theſe trunſactiom, which is, that Juliana 
Donovan then aſpired io no higher honout 
than 10 be the kept miſtreſo of an eatl ; and 
bad it in her contemplation: (as ladits that 
kind generully baue) to have ſome certainty; 
ſome proviſion made for her in caſa of ſepara · 
tion, ini caſe ſtie ſhoald be dbliged to yield: to 
ſome neiber beauty, and mingle with the herd that 
went before ber. She knew, that any ebarge the 
earl might haye made for upon his real eſtate, 
would not affect it, incaſe; he ſhould marry 


and have a ſon; that even in caſe he ſhould 


not marry, that ſuch a charge in favour: of 
her would be diſputed and difficult at beſt 
to be eſtabliſhed ; that he bad no perſonal 
eſtate, but theſe ſums due to him, that if the 
bonds ſhould be taken in his name, the ſums. 
due on them would be part of his aſſets, and 
go to his creditors, who were numerous 3 
therefore; and therefore only, ſhe got theſe 
bonds paſſed to (herſelf. as the only certain 
_ proviſion, lord Angleſey could then have made 
for her. And this accounts for Mr, Butler's 
teſtimony, this accounts. for her tears, this 
accounts for her muttering the word, cruel. 
Had ſhe not cauſe. ſor ber teats? was it not 
cruel of lord Angleſey to deptive her of that 
750l. which he had before given her, and to 
apply to the purchaſe of a leaſe for his liſe 
only of the houſe and demeſne of Ballyſax, 
from Mr, Francis Anneſley? why ſhould 
ſhe be more affected at ſigning her maiden 
name to that receipt than to many other 
writings, to which, ſhe admits, ſhe ſigned it 
before and after? the reaſon is plain, ſhe was 
to loſe 750l. and the intereſt by ſigning that 
receipt, Is it not natural, that ſhe ſhould be 


affected at ſuch a loſs? at being deprived of 


the only certainty ſhe had then acquired? 

Had ſhe not the fate of Sallela, Simpſon, 
and Pruft before her and ſhe could not 
know, how ſoon it might be her fate to follow 
them moneyleſs and unfriended, . | . 

The next piece of evidence i is too ſtrong 
for human, ingenuity to get over, or to wth | 
port this . pretended, marriage, againſt it; I 
mean the letter from lord Angleſey dated in 
1746, and admitted to be all his hand writing, 
directed to captain White, then his lordſhip's 
agent, wherein he deſires him to ſupply Mrs. 
Donovan with what little money ſhe might 
bays: nen for, for the — of Jong 
a ſome 
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Angleſey was actually married to Ann Sit Pr 
ſon for 2:pumher of este, He was chap-. 


better lawyer; than 2 divine, and marries him 
upon a point of laws gives credit 40 the 
dare aſſertion of lord. Angleſey, that. 1 718 
married to Ann Pruſt, Who had. died ju 

beſore. He judges, of the legal gu Nu I. of 
Ann Simpſon's marriage, and nies. im 
without! a, licence, ih he was conſcious, 
that he was the -huband,;in,fo2 at least, of 


a woman whom he kngw to be then living, 


and whom. he had for many years. conſidered 
as-:counteſs of Angleſey... This m 
was, hads) as; is; alledged, whilſt. 
depending to eftabli 
Simpſon 3; which Gerz that Neil had 09 re- 
an honeſt wan, 1 de was 3 man „ eee 
d not have celebratgd, 1 
ent to oftabliſh; a. mar- 
ppeared two glergymen 
in this farce; ſuch men] that if their 
unden were to be. evidence of marriages, 
-ahay: eyes or how. many counteſſes yourlord- , ex 
-ſhips may haye created? But this certificate . 
is not material exidencp, or, if it oo 
ix. would not deſemm the left. eres 
when your lordſhips conſidered 8 
this. man as related by Mr. Tottenham, when 
you conſidered that the antick tricks, he played 
E wg command of lord 
| EY: Du his very CLOIE. C 

e with char, noble car], ſhews the le 4000 


credit, which, he might otherwiſe yn 
bur. tho' great pains were jaken. te procure . 
evidence to.eftabliſh his character, they; « could 
only bring three witneſſes, who 
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eee 


time, months of life only, and in 2 ſho 2 . 9 


period it appears,. be was. ſuſpected of bas 
celebrated. a. clandeſtine. marriage. 


abilicy to, give /any,,go0d ace yep og 
mon 8 character, who, yed.in in and near Dub- 
In bor ſo-many . years, except for i eek — 
months (vine months Hi is 


(that. the.reſt of his life, was infa ides _ 
the part he in the marr; ar os. 
T affeQatiog of dure * A. 


Feats. devives from (the, name of Nef The 
moſt:ſolemn. a or aſſertion. of ſuch, 3 min 
would not deſerve credit; he knew, that lord [4 


lain to lord Angleſey, and in the houſe: with 4 
them, and: he inftantly without a, licence 
married him do Julians Donovan. He was a - 


any wives the beſt. of ys 1 
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ARE wo lap, 1 
Thers, was other man phiduced, nde deals 
for woods, and. is indibted to the fitting lord, | 
fand be ſwears to the band. ere of 1 4 
Kauanagh. This Charles anagh Save 
receipts for d Angleſey's geen income; for 
ſeveral ,years. 3; and Ji theſe, are the only 
. to prove the hand writing of a mat, 
which, (if genuipe)..wight be prayed by an 
hundred good wit : But there is on the 
face of. this, certificate. adler to condemn 
it. \Your ! 5 muſt n 
there. is a (d) over che figures (18), which 
letter (D) ould any 2 anſwer, to the ad, or 
Ba or ad, or 23d, and the letter (d) 


J not anſwer to the day the pretended 
the, letters (tb) are written over 


it ; bur. it is plain a 05 was one  wrictan | | 
.there ; which ſhews, char the certificate was © 
aid er hs doth. of Neil, from av ap- 5 


RE lord. Angleſey 
725. ritten: Ie 


© Wes 
ave been ſhe — Donovan, and 


in theſe ders is a manifet variation from his 


4 e ; this difference is 
4 age by ;Darey to drinking; but tho” that 
| ſore minute yariations, rt the 
| —7 91 of yricing,would in all the. . 
| hibirs have been the. ſame : Surely 1 
fimilitude of hands, ; ptoy 
2 t be. jpdi 115 dne (for tk 
for of "which your 
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Another elecgymun it bad as! Neltowtortak 
eto. deen exaniitied for e fininglobds. Before 
this'rlal 1 did notCicaginey oor Ns wr 
Eelez that ſuch'a wan could'be feu amDngſt 


the elerzy of this/klngdots] Thie gentieman 


tells ybuz t 


that without difcourfe 
Heading to 1 


of wötlve te 'give- riſe tobt lord 

a Tepchted Nate Words, . Jultana 

be ah bone othiet, nd tay 

mv (lawful children: wie! take | 

Kin This 8 an imptybable ſtor , ad, 

1 thae}"not otherwise Möterial than de ſhaw | 
ab they were not his 


awful Wife and childidn/and bis ſialibw ap- 


tffite' to eſtabliſh His 'preetncerigy! i plan to 

make them confidered th: But I beſerch 
*you? fordſhips to confder bis haft will wberg- 
An be enutherates the e 2 whom 
de bag" before kis'mari 


we ls Ws, 1 
churd wn bort. He tap Wpeteue Phe 
ſepertd children by" Juliaga dounteſb of 

Slefey ür I Nef mur ried with Bur. 
"wal fuck u recital. beste in wilt ; Wet 
man had ſeveral ebildren by bis wife, du he 
—_— implies, that ic 
ewe, ee ede 
nate che ekileten 
k. Aae eee able ah. 
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ſne bern „* Angleſeyi;tvvuld ſhe 
have, cloathed theſe boys in the ſame way ? 
Her love, her affeQion, her prudence would | 


The great abilidity, perlen , and integfit | 
of theſe gentlemen; would ive their deter- 
mingrions in ac) Gals" grear welght; if they 
bad determined upon legal and i- 


not let her do it, IM. ſhe confidered-berſelF a8 and propet e 
the wife and her fon an the legitimate child of danch: bet theit fepects wete foukdet upon 
the earl of Angleſey, In this laſt will be aflidayits only, par wr W 
2 if 1 8 counteſs * Anne thall the” device of "Mrs. 4708 Dutey, , and 


by ms were es, Had a. wi ; 
it ſhews clearly, that in every time he wrote, while nate of 172 cal | 
he had a ſtrong impreſſion. bee een being Adele 66 your ba, he appears 
of the illegitimacy of hiv ſon. a material eviderice againft hin, rey has 
It is intended by the 6 here fworn che ' coittaty of whar, he Ras 
ther ſide to — uſe of ithe evidence ſworm in bis affidavit; and the evuncit for the 
of Elizabeth. Smally, who, I-confeſs,/ made fitting Tord now ftrongiy contend, that Mrs. 
but a bad figure, But whoſe witneſs was ſhe? Stmatly deſerves” credit; 6 that” pothing 
The preſent lord owes 1 ber evigerct the ho- could be more fallible than reports founded 
nour of ſitting two ſeſſions among your lord- upon ſich evidence. Nut it is never 7 
ſhips ; He got affidavits from her, and made to the lawy fer vurits of the crown to Feng 
the firlt appeal to her veracity : She was queſtions of that kind, but meerly to report 
produced in England by lord Mulgrave; where their opinions thereon to his Majeſty.” | 
| ſhe made a bad figure alſo. Our caſe re- The caſe made before your lordthis a- 4 
quired no ſuch aſſiſtance, tho I concurred gainilt che firticg lord is ſo much ſtronger, than 
in producing her, I did it only from the that which- was made before the lords of 
neceſſſty of the caſe, as ſhe had been exa- Great Britain againſt him, that I probably 
mined in England, and Mr. John Annefley ſhould have omitted their deciſion, and de- 
would not intereept any evidence from your Clined to borrow any aid from * had not 
lordſhips, and was totally indifferent, what the council for the dug lord in ſtating his 
evidence ſne gave; ſhe was firſt the witneſs. caſe taken as much pains to diminiſh the 
of lord Valentia, and from him ſhe deferted "Forte of it : But that, I truſt, was a vain at- 
to lord Mulgrave, I admit, that her evidence tempt : The ſolemn deliberate determination 
| is extremely ſuſpicious 3 but that bannöt e- ef the moſt illuſtrious aſſembly in theſe 
flect any ſuſpicion on the caſe of my client, kingdoms, (amongſt whom were ſome of the 


or ſtrengthen the caſe of the ſitting lord. moſt diſtinguiſhed law lords) upon the ſame 
We produced but one witneſs z we do not point muſt have great weight with your 
rely on the evidence of Elizabeth Smally ; lordſbips. I will not lay, that your lordſhips 
we defire to borrow no ald from it. There are implititly bound by it z but certainly it 


it is a good example to follow, unleſs; the 
ſitting lord made a better caſe here, than be 


2 which, muſt be ads 


is however ſtrong ground to ſuſſ pect, ſhe was 
_ tampered' wich, but by whom? Did any 
friend, did any witneſs, of Mr. ae ke nn 
pay her friendly vifts ? Burne, an avowed. 
witneſs and friend of lord Vakeiitis by his 
own confeſſion lately paid her endl viſits, 
a3 he-expreſſed ir, in this town. It may be 
ſiaich, that in England ſhe proved the name 
' Nixon: Donovan to be the hand writing of 
Cornelius Donevan: But what was that o 


di 4 1 che contrar 


=, 4858 & 


us? The proof” of the certificate lay on 
them; it lay not on Mr. Annefley to diſ- 
prove it. They urn diſproved their own. 
certificate by - * Small \was only in 


cbnliftent in this, Aal the Mack the cer- 


„ ſhould induce : your big ery to 


create the abſurdity, that will follow from 


_ with the Tords of Great Britain; the 


perſon will in one part of bis Majeſty's 


por on be a Peer as the legitimate ſon of 
the the earl of Angleſey, and in all. other 


190 1 | patts of it be ar iligitimate Commoner.... It 
Great ſtreſs has beer bs a ore of has. been, ſaid, that thitteen lords only were 


thet attorney and ſolicitor general of Eng 8 pfeſent at the determination i in Great Britain: 
ny pon * in favour of void Valentid. I ſuppoſe, it is meant to be inferred from 
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8 that if there had bean: A full houſes and ſhe muſt be follift wühlt * mY 
it might have been getetmined otherwiſe: jg cannot frame a more Srobable ory than the 
Mas the contrary would have been the preſent. Juries will be miſled by your exam 
| many. noble lords attended the e 5. ple: A determination in favour of the fitting 
they did not Wait the final ile of it; tord would indeed be alarming to mankind; 
and den can be no doubt, if the ſitting lord it would enable every miſtreſs (and i l. 
(ho iz is married to. the daughter of one of their known, that every miſtreſy has Her Oillint) 
own all luſtrious body). had a good cauſe, or to give heirs to the beſt blood and to the 
one that could be ſupported, that every lord greateſt honours" and eſtates in Great Britain 
who was able, would. readily have attended to _ Ireland, to the diſmheriſon of rightful 
ſupport.i it; But, ta their immortal honour: be fſucceſſors,) and to the "degradation and dif- 
it ſaid, in their judicial capacity no influence honour of the chaſte mariiage bed, which 
can reach them, i in that their integrity has ever will no longer be of any eſteem or value a- 
been unqueſtioned. ＋ hey 5 foreſaw (as mong men; if ſo monſtrous a ferion as this | 
no doubt your. lordſhips will). how prevalent . ſhall ſucceed; and if men at any diſtance of 
the Os of the Great, is amongt the lower time may legitimate their iſſue by the 4/5 „f 
rinks of people; that if ſo great an aſſembly, a pen, I hope; therefore, that conſiquiences 
compoſed of the firſt men in the nation, gave ſo fatal will be prevented by the deciſion ok 
Jenction (for neither you my lords or. they can your lordſhips, in favour of my elient, fotind- 
give credit] to ſuch idle tales of matrimony. ed on the cleureſt evidenceg the ſtricteſt rules 
univerſally known to be fictitious, and clearly, of juſtice, the ſteadieſt attention to the wel 
proved ſo, no man of fortune, who keeps a fare of private nge yy ny . order 
breeding miſtreſs, will ever die without a la - of _ 6% „i 
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TroN this great Inquiry, the conl e+ then by evidence of the writing of Neil and: 
© quence of which is a right to ſeat 3 vu his declarations 3, (then. by evidence to the 
this'noble aſſembly, I will offer a few obſer- hand writing of the ſuppoſed; wit neſſes to the 
vations upon the evidence. I will not med- certificate, and laſtly by the declatations and 
dle with the caſe of John Anneſley of Bally-, ſolemn acts of lord A As tothe 
ſax; becauſe two queſtions of great impor- proof of the fact of the martiage in 1741 
tune are to be felt conſidered, and, from. Lady Angleſey is the only perſon: alive ſaid: 
the conifideration of them it will appear, that to be preſent at that marriage V our lord 
he cannot have a right to a ſeat here, while | ſhips vl recolledt the great obhjection, Which 
Richard Anneſley lives, of any of bis iflue, lies to her credit, almoſt an: objection to her 
Tue firſt great queſtion ĩs the authenticity competency; but her credit Will in this aſ- 
of che .certificate of 1741, and the reality of ſembly; be duly. weighed.., „Eaxluſive of her 
| that matriage. If that ſhall be determined. natural partiality for her ſon, ſhe is intereſted: 
in favour” bf that marriage, it makes an end in eſtabliſhing ; her own. reputation. for a num- 
of every other dueſtion. It has been endes- ber of years, The proviſion for her depends 
voured to be ſupported by various kind of on the event of this queſtion! By the artij- 


evidence; evidence to the fact, evidence. to, cles of 1737 lord Angleſey was tenant for 
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mainder to his 6ſt and every other ion in di, 
_ reverſion. to himſelf in fee, He levied fines 
and ſuffered recoveries 3 that in point of law | 


was a forfeiture of his eſtate for. life, and of 


his power which was annexed to it. If then 
Richard Anneſley was legititnate, he had, a 
remainder in tail executed, and might have 
entered for the forfeiture, ſo that ſhe is moſt 
materially. intereſted ; hut to give her. teſti- 
mony all weight conſider. what the lays to 
be the ground-work. of the proceeding of this 
marriage /;. She gives a moſt artful and ſen- 
ſible reaſon, and there is no diſpute af her 
abilities The great. object; ſhe ſays, was 
ſecrecy from lord Angleſey s apprehenſions of 
Charles Auneſley and the pretender, If ſe- 
crecy was the great end, the means. moſt likel 
to accompliſh that end would be uſed 5 © 
not only from her own conduct, but from the 
certificate itſelf, ſecrecy could not be the oh- 
jet: This certificate tells you, that Neil 


joined lord Angleſey in matrimony to J uliana 1 


Donovan according to * Rubrick of the 
Chuch of England; and form of Common 
Prayer If the certificate. is falſe it can have 
no credit 3 if true, it muſt be true in ali its 
parts ; then marrying according to the: Ru- 
brick could not conduce to ſecrecy for ac- 
cording to. the Rubrick a marrja : muſt be by 
licenge, or the parties muſt be called, in 
church . fo that from the. vel certificate it 
- ſelf the great reaſon. given, by her falls tg. the 
ground. If che certificate is true, who, are 
the witneſſes to proye this great part of, 
caſt ? Nixon Donovan, the. lady's. brother, 
a young; man, of eighteen; or. njneteen, _ 
but a few days acquainted with lord Angleſey, 
his,charaQter unknown. to.himg, and one maſt 
likely to divulge the; ſecret, not only.. Fre 
vanity, but a natural defire to clear up: 
doubtful ſituation of his fiſter.;; Charles, Ka. 
vanagh was. the other 3 4 man addj 
dram- drinking, who ſueely, was not ug per on 
to be truſted with ſo great &lecret, which, * 
would diſcloſe in his, cups at his next merry | 
meeting. She then., mentions, . oy „ 


tremely careful ſhe was of this certifi cate, * 
her reaſon was, that hereaſterit would Son- 9 4 
ber conduct as. F# 4 


vince, mankind. of. bet 
this care correſpond, wi 
ber letters, which the received from lord. An- 
gleſey during their e ſeparations, kay 
one. of which ſhe produces? She tells y 
thoſe letters are hurnt; iif thoſe. ep 
in the ſtyle of a huſband, they wWoul 1 5 
great ſervice to her 5 then where. are t they, 
ned ee * mY SHEEN 


; * 10 


8 * 


en ſituation, : 


her fir child 


thoſe words. uſed by 1 * of edel treatmb 


: ; / with! 7 2c: 


light; in +this. caſe, 11 
their words, yer they mig 
rand car 


e of that 1255 
0 Jet. zr this day 
85 3 prove a ſecret then 0 iſting,. and 
perfeQly, intelligible. . $.not => 
. theſe - letters an, the . | her coat or 
pocket: books, but is-extrem: 155 careful 
keep the letters wrote by Richard, beczu 
tbey won be, of uſe to her, , a8 he would 
one day. 150 be legitin fat / fe ls is unna⸗- 
tural, tat 17 11d got oy . her. fituarion. 
nother lived in the 5 Powe 
with her, ay cArme gn d yet 
þ not the AR wy but 2 one is found 
out in the. perſon. of ber y her own 
nion ſhe was refident” ant lord An- 
Zleſey a Jong, time before the nahe. and 
ind was born in four ur r f ve months 
fter that marriage. . Was. it natural, that he 
ſhould, at; his time of life, who Was. of. : A vi- 
gorous habit of body an mind, d "that 
woman, he had-upon 17 7 terms, and one 1 
the meaneſt, rank of life ef 1 is agaiaft Try 
principle of experi nce as to men. of debaw 
ed principles, 8 11 8 5 % at upon 
N he n aebi it . eg 
the wile. * it petra to ſup 
poſe, that afte ae 7 N85 ed, 10 au 9000 
E the daughters. 0 of f Mirs. $i Sump! fon to mo e 
in het, h ie, be called by titles, of honour, 
an 5 em. married to a gentleman by,a 
e de eription ? ca not give. is 5 
the ſponſe ors, at ber 1659 
J lb L reaſon, is, for dme of them 
alive... 'As. to the general reputation 
5 t 9 5 it may be calle 8 ed from | her 
not k cing viſits by any of the > principal fami- 
ies, or. even by her ow wn re tions. What 5 
Was her ; onduct upon figning the Te et 
for money on the judgment? The ee 


gr 


e 


vas at 155 Ang WET: 5 taking ; 2 21 the, Pros 


"Th e reaſon given, , that, it 8 n 
netz fails, W 
n in 3746 "gives a receipt witneſſed by that 
e Ka anagh, and which was 8 vu 'of 
bor Ve de i. Why 
reaſon therefore, he given. Or it, c 
"for bei in wi e's ha 


cd Et. 121 1. 


weight 1. 125 A 3 121 
appear hereaf ter again 2 How does ſh 
conduct herſelf at Roſs of 1 In fo of , rpg 
the ſecret. of her marriage the f uffers herſe 
to, be vilited there by A Joa 9 5 5 wife and 
Aber, fou WAN gs 5 none of whole 5s qi 
is no 4! ad at o18lofto 012K 
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tl. 
ndent there 
"tranſaQions at that time; dür they ſupply | 
"the want of his evidence by miſs Batt * that 
Y of delivered het t teſtimony With confidence, I 
n 


bo top ny the figures (15), an 


| 25 11 8 1 a . hand-wrifing, b 


(n) 


1 Vit die vnn not viſifhd by a 


pon 


| perſon of cotiſequence' t there.” U 
ng the fechnd certificate 'you'will find | 


5 the reaſon of it, 
The next part of te ene prove, 


teil 413 "they 

\ "atk Sede French © a''fingte word, 
Whether lord "Angleſey wis chen there or not, 
he was agent to the Roi eſtate, and re. 
em 1718, and Gln remember 


My z but {fe Nets tö aße a parti - 
cular and diſtinguiſhing memory of things at 
th greateſt dias, in which the had no in- 


teteſt z and, tho” now forty years old, does not 


tethember any tratifaQtion of a later date of 


| Conſequence t to her to remember. Het ſiſter, 


Who is older, than her, and moſt likely to re- 
_ member the tranſaQfon of the yatch, is not 
Produced: To ſhew her readineſs to ſerve the 
aufe ſhe tells of her ' father's' mode of wri- 


7 , and his uſing different inks, without be- 
ing alked about i it; but the tells you, in 1752 


Mr was no diſtinction between the ſons; ſo 
"Joes Mr, Lloyd; the tells Joch that the vi. 
Tited lady A8 m 1754 but cid could 
er, married ; for cho“ ſhe was her own 
Kreſs, ſhe Wide af another houſe, where 
there was a kept miſtreſs, She ſays, Inqui- 
Ties were made by Fielding, who denies, there 
ever were ſuch enquiries © We will how- 
'ever admit, lord Angleſey was there in that 


net have been in _cohſequenty of thitiki king 


= 


month, Cahill ie Rigley agree in its, = 'V 


It was the 6th © or ſixth. There Je 

alteration in the certificate | 1 a(d)'p ainly at 

ro. the'g ure 
be 09 


Go. in (15) appears origins 
hi 


$ certi {Mr therefore was 1 21 as if 
the matriag c had been on the ſecond or mird 3 


Þut " upon. * .conlideration of the date it 


hore, Neil ſaid, ; it Would never do, for that 


ey did not land till the fifth, al ene 
09 that alteration 1 is mage, | " 1 Hes 
part of the i goes ta'pr 17 h 


true, a young man 1 "hats .old | is 


e founds his opi inion u let. 

b wy 1 e ejved 575 Na, 7 1752 

di | 5 could be 18 urteen al 1555 
inforins you 0 i e Was un- 


" and | 


Wb to offciat in his 8 at the time 


8 . f 
9B 


ober * altered t to "beptentiber, e 1 0 


chat lord | Ange 1 was in Treland in Sep- 
do riot think proper 


| hand-wrlting 


«this letter eine bo mt yoring man, and which 
N little before his'death, The 

therefore is, chat his powers of v 
mak have altered fo av to differ widely, from 
What it was in 1741. The proof of his hand- 
Wrüng is reſted upon the evidence of this 
"boy; and not onè f the numbers, he married 
and gave certificates to, is produted 3 but it 


"is Endeavotred to ſupply this by a coriverſa- 


tion, be fs faid to have had with-a gentleman 
on the roud, one Kavanagh, in 275 ohe he 
bever faw before or aſter. Is it not moſt ex 
| ary, that Nefl'hould tell to a mere 
Krapger chat leere upon which lord Angle 
'fey's fate at à time be was in his 
power ſo much 38 de riſe up and dance for 
\Him when defired'r It is very improbable. 
But now as te that part of the e | 


hich" attempts to prove Nixon [Dittioviir's 


kand-writing : This young man, who was in 


the army, was ſeparated from his fifter, bro. 


Ther, and mother, and probably. muſt have 
correfpanded with chem ot his other relations ; 
yet no letter whatſoever is producet-as an-ex- 
Hibie. © Buck letters might de produced, but 
are not; * deſtroy the effects 
er tnt cettificate:” "The proof ö bit And 
is of the utmo — —— ; for if his 
"was ptoyed' to dempnſtrution, 
it would not be likely; there could be a fer- 
gery; where he died ib won after the tianſac 
tion. It is to be regtotted, that a Teat ih this 
Noble Aſſembiy © is to depend upon ſuch 
proof a 2 fimilitude of hands,” Where per- 
fons ſwear only tb option, without any fears 
of the temporal con! fequence of perjuty: but 
—_— even this to be ptoved? firſt by Ryan, 
Wb with" the other withefs James Darcy 
pears extremely well upon his examination 


in England, yer What a figure dic they both 


mike re ? Ryan wits a trooper. However 
the arthy't iht to be and is the ſeat of ho- 
nor, Jet troopers, L believe, ate not over 


Terupuldus. Font lordſhips will pleaſe to te- 


collect bis conduct in thing up the Certiß- 


cate to Wok at the initials of tis name + He 


bes nor attempt to'fwear from the hand, but 


nen dr n thoſe ititials he put on the back, aſter 
and. de N erahibeff in end. He wean, 


ſchool th 17383 the copycbdok was 
102 eats at His Magde, which' brings it 
*o 175 0 be Tays, ne faw the tete Bu 


bt ſeven yeats ago {fo thir there were twelve 
ye en kl time be ſaw thE'copy-book 
And che witze he faw the certifeste; and he is | 


to retail in is nieinory the manner; in which 
e Nixon Donevatr is written in the 


6: Ty copy- 


ſaw. Nixon Dot 


8 oo wil 
— rh but we, babe Nap ST I 
and from a ſong he ſaw him write, not one line 
of which he recollecte, He admit, 
perſons of ſuperior circumſtancts. to him, who 
went to ſchool. at, the ſame time lummer 
and-Ingman living near Camolin and, 2 
yet neither of them is produced, f thy tþ 
in health; and there was full time for i it.) 
evidence is in the power of. party to,produd 
and he does not, it. creates a ſuſpicion, . that 
it would make againft him: but to ſupply;his m 
teſtimony Darcy, has been examined; Darcy, E 
who at firſt ſeemed. eee yet. after- 
wards. bis recollection was amazing] mend ded, 
after he. returned. the ſecond time, to the cer- 

tificate.. He admits, it is 40, hegte, ſince, he 


letters. from bim, n. never ſaw. the Fextificate 
before he went to England; and yet goes to 
England to ſwear: to it: 80 that upon this 


great part of the caſe the noble lord has failed. 


As to the band · writing of Kavanagh. arcy 


/ is produced again, + and does not ſeruple to Wear 


; —_ wrote better. 
* 


to bis band, A diſtinction is endeavoured 


by theſe witneſles, , becauſe, Ka- 
when ſober than when 


eſo.in the caſe of dram- 


drunk: That ma 


drinkers, but ſtill the ſhape of the letters 


would be the ſame. T he name e 


vanagh to the certificate i is apparently worſe 


khan 10. the exhibits; yet Darcy ſays,. it was 


his beſt writing. . Another man to proye bis 


writing is Smith. He or his father is tenant 
to lord Valentia: All his witneſſes to prove 
this material point of the marriage in 1741 
are connected with lord Valentia ; but Smith 
forms his opinion from his receipts, and upon 


a bond paſſed to him and witneſſed by Charles 


| Kavanagh, ſent. over to England, but never 


7 


65 


produced before the lords. All the papers, theſe 
vitneſſes found their opinion upon, are. de- 
dle. or cannot be Oy for * 
© _ ſatis faction. e 

Another witneſs to prove Kavanagh's hand 
is Cornelius Donoyan; but he is lady, Angle- 
fey” s brother, which is ſufficient. to ſne his 
partiality. Charles Kayanagh had extenſive 
dealing, a and had the conduct gf the affairs of 
the earl as bis ſteward, yet no other witneſs but 
thoſe is called to prove his hand. The certifi- 
cate is not ſhewn to F ielding, becauſe his an- 
= would be, that it was a forgery. 15 


As the certificate of 1741, was read. on 


* e 4 


here-are | ; 
{ 10 [1 hat may be d doneb by the Tee m 


| the hand 23 


write, never. W 22 


| poſe theſe certificates vou Made the exhib ts 
before .. 

thoulan: 
1 1 8 own Sino got wel. as 105 


[A 


» pap 5 
ws 


ne bY in a Fi ao 7 Tt ma 


_ behieve, indeed "ha thee ns 
wrote by the Jame perlen; 3 but that it Was 
Neit, nay Be lected froh 
ire war rh ehe at the mit 
riage i in 1 754! "The ecrtifitats in 1 2 
an 1255 by Neil 75 che Kaufe 8 
85 OE it A 
Tin bn Wir vis obliged” £6" vouch 
tors its wi rwatds; Flierefore' it would 
have. been "ithpr udent'ts* "KIT ſecoht Yer. 
rificate, ae We Mater ſon 8 
the apparent « difference inn TUE hand writing 
ertens ate not Prodi ced! or? TCO need + 
whoſe names ate to the certificate of l E 
ſuch 48 captain, Troy and his wife ; *. dan e 


neſs to that marriage | in 17 77 
and nothing, ſaid as to tile feſt; oe 0, of 


4 


ty 


without hi 


ou, which. ſpeak firohger than a 
witneſſes ; they are proved by Jord 
me 


. 


1155 a, rt 'of the Ainet 1 1 | 
Angleſey's declarations and ſblemn a&ts. Pre 
haps if-his declarations through the whole were | 
laid alide, it mighthot b be improper. 'They are 
certain] contradiQvey, arid cannot be true in 
every] "lp ped. lis declaratibps to Mr. Maſterſon 
juſt defore 17 525 when ne fortned the ſcheme 


MH Oe; „ 
"1 6 


of a ſecond. marriage, can have little weight; 


ſo of his ſubſequent declarations to Mr. Tal- 


bot. He had x got the ſchtme in his head; ; arid 


of every means, which could ae- 


made 4 
complit it, "Me. Talbot inforais you, the 
exhibits 'were never produced. before the 


proper officers, the” attorney and ſolicitor 


| general. They determined on evidence made 


up for the purpoſe. + When they brought 
Richard to \ Hagleys and were heaping favours 
on bim, 1 bey got him to ſign a paper for the 
fale of woods. "The declarations to Edkins 
in 17605 after my lord's favourite ſcheme was 
com pleated, introduced without preface or 
"occaſion, can have little weight. Oppoſed 
to theſe declarations confider the declara- 
tions made by the carl to Stopford Fielding, 
who Lag i [oozes of confiderable” for= 

ln D101 tune z 


N 
1 *, 7 — 


+320, Kan 


$9064 


to..t Aub doc bo ford Pak 
52 I 125 0 ane product ed; Be 
eck to 5 * e of the couti- 
N againht this Won ma 
you. of the the ates f in, 


80 5 he 1 hay ving 
Tor An e Cre} 2 0 Ra Tn before 
L2G Ag) t ae | 


rd [Angie 8 2518 n of 
here ah th is, . 


Ppinidn 9 
| bis, 5 are; 4 

e weight? 5, ml i ane caſe, 
Fo the; qther., 
ord. 


IE 
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1 
OY, al lo 'are eee 'of 
Angleley | jafter the ſecond marrjage in 
52, and the me age to Jord Cour on. 
qu, den zre pleaſed t to obſerye 155 evi- 
ence, he gives of the treatinent of eil in 


1747 7 by the earl, bis turning him. gut "a 


„at night when in a flate. of Hiofirmity 


with, every. opprobrious term; 3. 6 only rea- 
ſon, that can be given for it, is, that he might 
hope to kill Neil by ſo doing ; 5 was it proba- ce 
ble e, he was in the power of a man, he would 
tre t ſo?. Fi ichen, ſays, he gives the fame 
teffimony, as 10 facts, as he did in England; 


and his evidence correſponds as to facts. 


tn” 3 cds 


... Your lordſhigs will next conſider lord An- 
gleſey” s ſolemn acts, which muſt have grea- 
ter. weight than b his declarations, | The ex- 
traordinary eren in the will | of 1752, 
rap by,a man of uline(s : from the words 
« Enſeient by me he muſt have conſidered 
her in that ficuation, . that the might be ſo 
by another perſon; which, if ſhe was his 
wiſe, the law could not conſider ber to be. 
The laſt will, he made, has upon it every 
mark of en, Notwithſtanding the 
articles i in 1737, he takes upon him in. every 
ang of his wills. to limit an eftate for life 
914bat very Jon, which, if ſuch. ſon was le- 
Sitimate, he could net do, but his Ton muſt 
have an eſtate tail. Even if this deed in 1737 
wot vol untary, it muſt take effect before his 
ill He recites ſeveral natbral children by 
Jiferent women; be enumerates them, and 
that they were, bofn antecedent to his mar- 
Tiage, ny during, his ſeparation from Ann 
ruſt... Richard Anneſley, was proved to be 
born in, Noe 1742.3, which. makes an end 
of the .maxxiage. in 1741. Lord Angleſey's 
other: acts upon record, his fines and recove- 
ies without regard to the preſent 125 ſhew, 
in what light he conſidered his egitimacy. 
Lady Angleſey does not join in any one of 
.thoſe fines and recoveries. He did not conſider 
her a having: a Tight z not being his wife tbe 
law. did nat require 3 
Another ſolemn a is bis marriage i in 1752, 


"Mr. Maſterſon, is undoubtedly 'a gentleman of 


; Ywgpetionable character, and has told truly e- 


e he TE IP —— 
52, And — — 
hs a 14. From Wh uvience it up- 

5 s Was Jong à precbncerted chene !; 
iir "4 Prre 0h this Gre us dFRWH > bel 
fore He cüttle Thi; att due or Ut of Nei ive 
fora hh: My * Angleſey *#dhtionRizte; 'thie 
fcheme Han long in agitation.” NeiP feed 
to be Glpetztt; yet ts very "EthtrſtiehHlous 
clergyr Yan, that oppofed the fecond marriage 
from the 1 of it, marries che par“ 


828 
Ui 


» the ſhipropriety' 
$ — agaftr When Geftred; ehen fuppol. 
ing his $f proven to the een Rebe, His 
charsetet is dmy fupported By a fe Wit. 


| by Mes (from 2 He ton, Where he happened 


to be a' cürate, and happened to be i ffected 
with aft unde fit öf ſobriety and decorum 
at chat time. Tue keftiflerte öf 1552 only 
cenie, thit mot of the witneſfes were 
dead; Thetefcce tte Testen Hd 40 be given 
by Jord Angleſey, that all were dead, is not 


true, 'of is contradicted by the certificate. No 


Sentleman of conſtequstice, that was reſident 


near Camolin, who had known dt in 747, 


is 'btoyght' in 1752 to de 'pteferit at "the 
matffape, becauſe he would ſpurn # being 
the" dupe to "the fineſfe of a feptobate clergyl 
man. 1 cannot agree with Mr. Maſterſpn 
In the concluſton he draws fröm the different 
treatment of Mrs. Simpſon and lady An- 
gleſey; that is not the conſequenee to be 
drawn from men of looſe principles. The 
Earl found a happineſs im the gratification 6f 
am illicit paſſion, which he could not feel in 
the tranquil endearments of conjugal en- 
gage ments ; this conduct took its colour 
from his different ſttuations. What Was his 
conduct to Ann Pruſt? a fixteen years ſepa- 
ration. What to Ann Salkeld ? a defertion 
of her. What to Mrs, Simpſon ? the fame, 
and added to it a charge of adultery. Berjamin 
Annefley who was examined in England, is 
'not produced here; he there told - ſo incredi- 
ble eilts; that receives no credit; it Was 
feardd, a'{imilar fate would attend him here. 
Tue caſe of the fitting lord is not marked 
by any of thoſe characters, which diftinguiſh 
"truth ; it is in general a chain of incon- 
ſiſtencies. Truth n marked with ſimplicity, 


or with correſponding circumſtances ;"'where- 


"as here the cafe and all the circumſtances 
"Irs complex and contradictor y. 
Now, my lords, permit me to enter the 
caſe of Richard, 'which differs in all particu- 
lars; it comes under very une qual circum - 
ſtances, unequal in polnt of fortune, igno- 
"rant of his right till a few months ago; 
TE e 


(7 151, ) 


nat. baying a fortune to bring over. a.number 
of witneſſes, nor having gone over the court 

before} A plain and Gmple tale 3s, by; him 
laid:hefore.your-lordſhips.. The counfel for 
Mr. John Angeſſay did not venture to croſs 
examine our witneſſes, and yet now endea- 
vour by the force of ridicule to overthrow 
that caſe, they cannot affect by argument, 
This deſolnte. orphan. . loſt his mother, be- 
fore he was ſenſible of his loſs, and . in 
his father his greateſt enemy. „His ſcaſe is 


ſhortly this; lord Angleſey falls i in love with 


a lady; to whom he js introduced hy. a, co | 


ty.of Wexford gentleman ;. marries. her, pti- 
vately; but to remove the doubts. and ſeruples 


of „the, family and Mr. Hay marries this 
ladytover again, hy a gentleman Who mar- 


ried. them before, who appeared in the cha- 
ractet ot a clergyman, and Was ſo declared 
by lord Angleſey. From the time he was 


married in Auguſt 3742, till he went to lre- 


land, be. treated her as lady Angleſey, co- 
habited with and iatroduced her to his ac- 
„ Richard is born in 2742-3, 
rreated as heir of the family but unfortu- 
nately in Auguſt 1743 lord Angleſey re- 
turned to Ireland, and renewed his unhappy 
connection with, Juliana Donovan. In 1746 
à ſcheme is formed to illegitimate his ſon; he 
returns with a dancing maſtet, and brings 


over this child, who from that time till late- 


ly: is kept in perfect ignorance of his ſitua- 
tion. Your lordſhips obſerve the progreſs 
of the alienation of his affection from this 
child; for by. his, will in 1754, although he 
Could not poſſibiy haue diſobliged him be- 
tween the time of thę former will and that, 
yet he is deprived of g00 I. per ann. and left 
but 3000l.; this ſhews, from hence the in - 
flgence came. Mr. Richard Anneſley is ob- 
liged to take up the pittance of 1000. which 
was left by the laſt will; and how is he paid 
it e by bonds, for the payment of which he 
is obliged to give a premium. We have 


produced every witneſs to the marriage of 


17425, that is alive, and have accounted for 
the reſt, Mrs. Buntin aught to receive the 
ſtrongeſt credit 31 for, ſhe ſwears againſt her 
.own ' intereſt; as ſhe , muſt account for 


third of. the fortune of her mother; if Rich- 


ard is legitimate. She gives a minute ac- 
count of the ceremony, which was not a 


;preconcerted thing, but what took its riſe 


from an -actidental converſation. She tells 
your lordſhips of his being brought to- Ire- 
and, her opinion of his death, and her, many 
enquiries for him; we agree, he was deemed 


illegitimate 3 in Iceland ;, y, i it is 2 of gur 
cafe z de thought i. iwer A 
Fr "rom: ; the Hate 5 the caſe of th 1 ford 
| expeCtef evidence io ſhey, y was 4 
notorious gambler 3 that 155 whs a 5 entry 
for.him ; | that Mrs. 
and 2 whole: ry ene contrjvagce to 
obtt ſe an impoſtot; þut no evidence. 135 
brought! of that kind. . Mrs. Glover,. 
ſhe might be produced, is not; 3 which _ 
be, becau ehe could” not ſerve lord Vas 
7 815 impesching our witnefles, W 
have told, where our witnefſes lived, and 75 


no gitempt is made to impeach thei: cregit, | 


rs. Knight bas. been produced to the ſame 
655 point, a lady ſeventy five years old, 


who is not. likely. at the eve of life to have 


2 lie in ber mouth, and perjuty i in her right 
band; charity forbids us to believe, ſhe 
would be 2 volunteer in ill: and ſurely the 
claimant Richard has it not in his power 
to make her a reconjpence. She carreſpands 
in her teſtimony with Mt. Buntin and ag 


to the enquiries made after this child. 4 


have attempted to impeach her credit by, 


Carmichael : but, he tells you, ſhe was 2 


perſon, of charadter, kept company e 
ſuch, and is to be crediced an oath, 

who as. intereſted to inquire after this 300 
muſt be pteſumed to remember i it: but Mr. 
Carmichael, a man of buſineſs, cannot be 
thought to recollect that, i in which he was no 
way concerned, and had beſides very little 
connection in that part of Ireland, where 
Mr. Richard Anneſley was. Tranſactions; 


which ate of no conſequence to us, are not 


apt te leave traces on the memory. Mr. 
Sibthorp tells you, ſhe is to be credited on 
oath, ; if he is to be believed, you muſt be- 
lieve her; and conſequently muſt believe the 
marriage. Elinor Fetherſton gives her teſti- 


mony with candout, ſimplicity, and every 


deſire to tell the truth. She was hired at 
extraordinary wages, if it was not to nurſe 
the heir of a great family, She informs your 
lordſhips of his dreſs being compoſed of 
laeez the anxiety of his father in ſending fot 
the phyſician, and his telling two gentlemen 


going to Ireland that he was his heir, and 


deſiring them to tell it. To oppoſe theſe 
witneſſes on tlie part of lord Valentia tkey 
have called Mr. Cullen: but becauſe the 
huſband of one of our witneſſes unfortunately 
loved play, and wanted to borrow money of 
his country men, is that to impeach the 
e of our wigneſſes ? Mr. Kelly has 
| | | acknow- 
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acknowledged, that le would not lay weight cumſtances, he confutes dur Rory by quoks 


upon the tranſaQions in Ireland, and the opi- 
nion there of his illegitimacy. Mr, Green 


was next heir, if lord Angleſey | had no legi- 


timate iſſue; it was very natural, he ſhould 
give the information, he did, to Patrick: Ka- 
vanagh, he was the man who brought this 
child away from Mr. Carrington” s, and is 
led in to be an aſſiſtant in the ſcheme f 
Jallans Donovan. Mr, Richard Anneſley* $ 
oy iſh follies are introduced; his going from 
ſchool, and his accepting a leaſe, valued by 
the 224 agent of his competitor. They do 
not produce the ſubſcribing witneſſes to that 
leaſe. It is ſaid by Mr. Kelly to. be very 
unlikely, that the natural children, and 
Feile the children of Simpſon, ſhould 
be left with Richard's mother: but ſhe acts 
the part of a virtuous woman, duped into a 
martiage, parted from lord Angleſey, and 
died in the ſame c opinion, that he was mar- 
ried to Simpſon, | and therefore would not 
make enquiries after that man, who was not, 
her property; if it was unnatural to have 
thoſe children in her houſe, it is a proof of 
her obedience, and of lotd Angleſey's ill 
uſage, But it is allowed by the counſel for 
Mr. John Anneſley to be natural for a 
woman to take care of children got before 
her marriage, which was the cafe of thoſe 
children, that were brought to Mill Hill. 

It is objected, that proof is not made, that 
Goold, who performed the ceremony of mar- 
riage in 1742, was a clergyman. This is 
the greateſt proof, that we do not deal in a 
forged ſtory, Had our witneſſes an intention 
of that kind, nothing was eaſiet than fot 
them to ſwear, they had ſeen him officiate 


in that character; and where could there de 


A poſlibility of contradition? 9 

It is hext objected, that Ann Salkeld made 
no enquiries or endeavoured to ſee lord Angle- 
ſey, or went to his houſe, ' You will pleaſe, 
my lords, to recolle&, that it appeared in evi- 
dence, that on the report of his marriage with 
Ann Simpſon her mother came, and took her 
from lord Angleſey's houſe to Yorkſhire, 


where ſhe remained, Herriot making enqui- 
ries after him was the only part, a virtuous wo- 


man could take in the ſituation, ſhe ſup 
herſelf; ſhe would not make enquiries! "after 
the man, whohad wronged her, and died in the 
opinion, that he was married to Ann Simp- 


1 Kelly le the caſe to be cl 
If the witneſſes agree in circumſtances, 
r be Hut; if they do not agree in cir- 


ing the Apocrypha. 
. Richard Aaschey ban add the 1 


caſe, the ſhortneſs of the time would admit 
of, and ſubmits himſelf to the candid decifion 


of this dne alſerably.* TAI ne PLES 

41K 962-v g 1 ove 

MOSS ve» 1076162 1500. den en 
11. enen, Demis for Lark nm. 

My Lond, Ne old, yadagl- 6 id 


"W iſh, that the cunmndg vp and obſerving 
upon the evidence in this caſe had fallen 
to the ſhare of the more able advocate of my 
noble elient; not that there is reaſon to doubt 
of his lueceſs, conſidering” the great atten- 


tion of your lordſhips to the evidence, if his 


lordſhip had not the aſſiſtance of any coun- 
ſel for this purpoſe : but where many ob 
jections and obſervations have been made by 
the learned advocates for. the petitioners, and 
all imaginable pains taken to divert your 
minds from a recolle&ion of the materia] evi- 
dence laid before you, where the conſequence 
of the deciſion is ſo great to the noble viſk 
count, whoſe right to one of the greateſt ho- 
nours a ſubject can enjoy (a ſeat among your 
lordſhips) and whoſe legitimacy are brovght 
in queſtion, my learned coadjutor could with 
more eaſe give anſwers to thoſe objections, 
and with more clearnefs detect the fallacy 
of the obſervations, and could place the ſe- 
veral parts of the many days evidence in that 
order, Which may enable your lordſhips to 
decide without difficulty upon the merits 
of the queſtions referred to you: however 
I have this ſatisfaction, that the omiffions, 1 
ſhall make, will be ſupplied by him. 

I ſhall begin with mentioning the evidence 
laid before your lordſhips on behalf of the 
noble viſcount ; for if he has made ſufficient 
proof of the marriage of his father and mo- 
ther in 1741, it will be immaterial, whether 
the father was married to Ann Salkeld in 1742, 


or not. In order to prove this marriage in 


1741 lady Angleſey has been produced; 
ſhe has informed your lordſhips, that on the 
15th of September 1741, there was a mar- 


Mage between the late earl and her ladyſhip 
E. Camolia Park; that the ceremony was 


performed by Laurence Neil, a clergyman of 
the eſtabliſned church, in the preſence of 
Nixon Donovan her brother, and Charles 
Kavanagh then ſteward to the late ear}, It 


appeared, that Ann Pruſt, counteſs of An- 


gleſey, the firſt wife of the late earl, died 


the — preceding; that the earl at tbe 


time 


wy). 


ae wi Aeaap nth: accdüftt rn 
Was ft „ prepifing to ſet büt in 
— 48 Hin, för Wiles un b nit, 
velate to his eflute Bert; that Be ufd Lau- 
tee NLil ſailed in that yätch 'for Wis; 
#4 thente to Röſs, 'whitre' they tried 
Im September 104 7, And Fr kheiſee 
went tögzether to Cüfnolin Park; add thit 
Nixdt'D66van, ber brécher, Wont, the fat- 
ter end UF Aug preceding felt cle regt 
ment, ( Which he dekonzed, on d furl, 
4d Weit 40 Cämellt. "The mantiz bt lite 
earl änd Neil at Rot early in Sipicwber 
4741, and their Boing fro thence to Camo- 
In park, is proved I penal 8005 „ Joôlh 
ahi; and Mifs Batt, Coffirmied bf lt les 
Au ber Hitlers 'book ; And Nixon basta 5 
being there is provett b Rigly, copfiriticd 
by 'Antlibny Ryan. NT at the 
latter efid of W ebe or beginning of Oc- 
tober ford Angleſey 'rectived a vb from 
Mr. William Kfitielſty; aftetwards "ford 
GlerdWly;” adviſing Hin ee $0 Wich erpedk. 
tion tö London, as Janes Annefley, 00 
Kath taken on him the title of earl of Angle. 
Ry in Famaica, was arrived in London, And 
Was making friends there; that in conſe- 
Adence of'this letter he went to London tor 
Wards tlie clofe of that Winter, leaving Hady 


Angleſey at Camolin Park; and he c6 nig. | 


ed in E-ondon till Aug ak 1. 743. Meg he 
et out for Ireland; 7 75 from the time of h his 
return to Ireland ne refided with his lady 
tin the beginning of July 1746; that he 
chen Went to London to attend the'trials of 


the rebel lords; that he was in London 
from the 20th of July to the 19th of Aiguft, 
When tie fet"oiit'on his return from thence to 
Ireland. And tady An gleſey has given an 


account, chat there was a conſtant cohabita- 


tion between them from that time 'till his 


death; that he had two or three different 


houſes in Ireland; that the * removed from : 
hotſe to houſe, When he did, that ſhe had the | 


conſtant ſupetintendance ok his family, the 
uſe of his equipage, and paid his women ſer⸗ 
vants: Ihe has told your lord ſhips, that he 


did not think it proper, this marfiage ſhould 
be made publick. 


His inducement to this 1 marriage, and rea- 


ſons for Keeping it ſecret, appear by conſidet- 
ing his cireumſtances at the time of the mar- 
 riage ; Charles Anneſley had obtained a de- 
 Eree*apainſt him for the third part of his 
Iriſh eſtate; this decree was in conſequence 
of articles nde in 1737 between the cafl 
an 6 Anneſtey, by Which it Was as 


gage 30 11201 


Bell, 41 che Family, N fy” 1 
1 al kts at * 1 | BEN 
* go 1 7 0 e e 
*FEmainde o his firſt 15 5 eyery. other { 
ail 11. Ny >; Chat les. 1 4 
Tor life; 2 remainder 1 * ns in tajl male; 
mh; alder in in Re to 13 e and 
"bra e wis Agreed to be 


fl 4.9 1 E 4 85 
imited t 
1 for his: life; Hl 1 — 91 to 10 


ft © 8 1 other fon j in ire male z be- 


mainder te Angleſ 7 is Fr 3 
tail in * (wi ithoy 55 8, - 7 


remainder j in fee to 


"to ie "earl or his 


Bk 4. N articl les A, power was re- 


Terved” be .the carl. to, ſettle a Jointure, on a 


wife, not exceeding ie of. the value of 
tlie tw 95 chin s (w $4 1 4 to be a 


91 


ober t to ele joint Ee I. a 
year i as the, 2 d UN of the 


value 'of 6068. ay year, and. W 3 and 
"tie Wäs to have 1 two third $) and alſo a power 
Was reſerved | to 1 off © charging theſe 
'two thirds with , r any uſes, he 
thought, proper. , e 779 35 ate par- 
ticularly, as 1 Nd e occaſion to refer 
to them in the. courſe « 11 what I ſhall Of 


SH 


to your 10 rdſhip 6. 


The defe ne, ma e : in har cauſe by. lord 
Angleſey "was th is; he 1 he had exe- 
cuted | Toke articles, but faid,” be Was im- 

Annelley 55 A Varrifter in in London, that they 
took advantage of his ignorance of the legal 
cönſtruction of the wills and codicils, upor 
which his, title to the eſtate depended ; that 
after the execution of the articles of 1737 he 
was adviſed, that he was tenant in fal of 
the whole eſtate, and might acquire the ab- 
ſolute dominion thereof. Charles did not 
by bis bill pretend ; any right to the eſtate 
antecedent to thoſe articles ; but Rated, that 
he was to ſucceed to the titles and honours, 
if lord Angleſey died without iſſue male; 
that this was an agreement between near re- 
lations to prevent ſuits, and to ſecure a con- 
venient, part of the eſtate to go along with 
and fupport the honours of the family ; ang 
that it had 'been partly carried into execution 
by the earl. 

This decree has been laid before. your 
lordſhips on the part of Mr. Anneſley of 
Ballyfax; and it appears, that lord Angleſey 
conſidered bimfelf a as injured by. thoſe articles, 
and impoſed e on in obtaining the ſame; z 51 
on that principle ave oppoſition to the 


bill led for A ſpecifi k execution. thereof 5 


and on the ſame principle appealed to the 
Q q lords 
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lords, of Great Britain. This Mae de- 
"pended, at the time he received the account 
ol the death of A in Frust; by her death he 
*was at full liberty to, contra, matrimony, 
with whom he pleaſed. At this time, being 
ſutisfted in his mind, that theſe atticles were 
'obtained by fraud and miſrepreſentätion, he 
muſt have had great reſentment againſt the 
| perlbn, Who, as he thought, had impoſed 
upon him, and dtawn him into this deed ; 

"and probably the earl wiſhed to defeat. the 
'purpoſes of that perſon, | as far as was in, his 
power, and would la 
tunity of doing fo :, This he could only do 
by marrying 's and Marin a ſon; for if he died 


*without a ſon, Chatles would Rive the whole 


eſtate compriſed in thoſe articles, and ſuc- 
'Teed to the honours, But tho? he wiſhed to 


difappoint thoſe expectations of Charles, and 


*tho" it was natural, 'that he ſhould wiſh to 
tranſmit his eſtate and honours to a ſon of 
his own, he was at that time ſubject to the 
detree againſt him for the poſſeſſion of the 


third of the eſtate, and made accounta- 


ble for the profits thereof from the time 
'of the articles. Alſo at that time a for- 
midable claim was made to his whole eſtate 
and honours by James Anneſley, an illegi- 
timate ſon of his elder brother. It was ſaid 

by Mr. Kelly, that the earl had not heard 


of that claim till after the 1 5th of Septem- 


ber 1741, as that letter of William Anneſ- 
ley was wrote afterwards but your lordſhips 
ſee, that letter was valy to give him an ac- 
count of the arrival of James Anneſley in 
London; and it appears from that letter, 
that N Anneſley had ſome time before in 
Jamaica taken the title of Angleſey; and 
that letter ſuppoſes, that the earl had been 
before informed of that fact. Lord Angle- 
ſey had more reaſons to be afraid of this claim, 
than any other man would have had, as he 


was the perſon, who had ſent him to Ameri- 


ca, and had carried on a proſecution againſt 
him in England in order to take away his 
life. Theſe acts of lord Angleſey are mat- 
ters of notoriety, and ſuch as, lord Angleſey 

muſt have ſuppoſed, might influence a jury 

againſt him, if he ſtood ſingle and uncon- 
need, and in fact did influence a moſt re- 
ſpectable jury. My noble client will permit 
me to ſay, that the late earl had alſo the 
misfortune of being generally difliked, ſo 
that in caſe of an attack againſt his property 
and honours he muſt in a great meaſure 
depend on the aſſiſtance of his relations, 
Charles r ſtood not in the ſame light; 


| ore Da [es . | E 


hold of the firſt oppor-= _ 


his connections and influence gave him weicht 
here.; 3. and even with the aſſiſtance and ex- 
ertion. of C harles Angeſley, and all his friends 

lord . found it Aifficult to. ftand his 


ours. 80 w_ a8 W earl continugf un- 
married, the chance of ;thoſe, who; were in 
ſucceſſion, | was the greater; but if he married 
and had TY ſon, and that known, thoſe ex- 
pectations were thrown at a great diſtance: 
Beſides, if he was to: marry, .and publiſh, the 
marriage, Charles Anneſley, might. conſider 
that as an a done in reſentment on account 
of the ſuit depending between them. His 
ſcheme therefore was to attach Charles 
Anneſley by. motives. of intereſt, (affection, I 
belie ye, there was very little between them.) 
While the probability was, that he might die 
without a ſon, Charles Anneſley on account 
of his expectation to ſucceed, would cer- 
tainly continue attached to the cauſe of the 


earl; 3 but if he ſhould, by marriage exaſ- 


perate Charles Anneſley, he had teaſon to 
apprehend, that he might come. to a compo- 
ſition with James Anneſley, who, tis pro- 
bable, would moſt readily ſecure to Charles 
the benefit of the articles of 1737, in order 
that he might get the title and part of the 
eftate with leſs oppoſition. It appears by 
the teſtimony of one of the witneſſes, that the 
earl was apprehenſive of ſuch a compoſition ; 

that he was alarmed at every report, and was 
put into a great fright on being told, that 


| M'Kercher was ſeen coming out of Charles 
a neſley 8 lodging 3 the earl was alſo likely to 
be ſoon in the power of Charles Anneſley, 


who might diſtreſs him by bringing him to 
an account for the profits of the third of the 

eſtate, to which he had been decreed. | 
Theſe apprehenſions probably induced the 
earl to enjoin his lady and the witneſſes pre · 
ſent at the marriage to ſecrecy; they all at 
that time promiſed not to diſeloſe the mar- 
riage, 'till he gave them liberty to do ſo, It 
is notorious, that gentlemen, who marry wo- 
men before ſeduced, generally keep their 
marriages ſecret for ſome time: Every man 
may. recolle& inſtances of it; caſes, where 
the huſbands had not as ſtrong prudential rea- 
ſons for ſo doing, as the earl had. The in- 
junction of ſecrecy was obſerved by all the 
witnelles, till after lord and lady Angleſey had 
gone in June 1752 to Roſs, where he made 
a publick, declaration of his marriage, and 
where 


— 


K 


FER Angleſey , Was viſited | 
the principal people of the town x, NM  Bbep- 
» Aff French named ſeveral of ther 

If lady Angleſey i is a witneſs Hy 0 heren. 
7 e been fully proyed., . But it'is 

id, that by. the civil La 0 patent 9 
not admitted as a witneſs in faygur of a child 
in any caſe; this is a miſtake; 3 for 1 parent is 
admitted by the civil law to prove bis or ber 
marriage for the purpoſe of eſtabliſhing. the 
| legitimacy of the child ; and parents, are every 
day admitted as ; witnelles for children 1 in he 
"eccleſiaſtical courts, But will the gentlemen, 
who would baye your lordſhips obſerve the 
civil law as to the admiſſion of, evidence, 
agree, that you thould obſerve it in the deci- 
Lian, of this cauſe ? If fo, the marriage of 
1752 would be ſufficient to legitimate the 
children before born; for both by the civil 
and cannon law . are legitimated by, a 
marriage (fubſequent to their birth) of their 
father with their mother, tho! not ſo by the 
law of England or Ireland. By our law f ba- 
rents and children in all caſes are admitre 
witneſſes for each, other ; ; verdicts are _ 
ed frequently for the one on the fingle teſti- 
mony of the other. The. objection againſt 


receiving a child as à witneſs for a parent in 


the caſe of property js greater than againſt 
receiving the parent ag a witneſs for the child; 

5 for child may be uppoſed to conſider Vie: 
| felf as intereſted to increaſe or to prevent the 
diminution of the property of the parent. 
By our law the eldeſt fon and heir apparent 
is received as a witneſs for his father on a 
trial concerning the lands of the father ; but 
that lady Angleſey j 1s a competent DARTS has 
bern decided by the lords of Great Britain, 


and by your lordſhips admitting her to be ex- 


not been able to find out the leaſt incon- 
Tiſtency | in her teſtimony, objections have been 
made to her credit, and to the probability of 
the account given * her. I vill take notice 
of theſe ſeyeral objections, as they occur to my 
| recollection. 


Tue firſt obj ai h h- 
rſt objection is, that ſhe had a day b 4 


amined : And if a witneſs is competent, ſhe 
ſhould recelye credit, unleſs inconſiſtent in 
ber teſtimony, or materially contradifted by 
credible evidence, If indeed lady Angleſey 
had prevaricated, or was inconſiſtent, or was 
contradicted by g more credible 117 % the 
rejeQing her teſtimony might be juſtified: but 
it would be abſurd to allow a parent to be 
examined as a legal competent witneſs, if 
not to receive credit, becauſe ſhe is a parent: 
this would be deftroying the diſtinction be- 
tween the competency and credit of the wit- 
neſs. Now I appeal to every of your lordſhips, 


particularly to the learned and more experienced | 
lords, whether you heard a witneſs give teſti- 


mony with more conſiſtency, or greater ap- 
pearance of truth, than this lady ? She was 
examined in England and here, and croſs- 
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xamined ih the ablet t counci ND 62 it jo 
"not even. preceded, that in, ds or hi 
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here was th the leaft or, eva jon in 
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her anſwers « "during 201 eve long and {- 

Vert Examidations.” x our Io _ 
dineſs, with which the ran! 

ro croſs: examination : She did? not een de 

"under, 3 a "pretended. y want. of pine at 

the witneſſes on, the e ws nde did, \ in 0 Dl 


"recolle&' nothing, but w Hat they were, Called 


} ' 
| 313 48 * | 101 in 


upon to prove; ſhe was ready to tell the 
whole ooh 8 ; ihe, did'no not endeavour, to con- 
ching, f | 100 


us G iv „ i 0 oa | 
"Caſe es may be, "where in giving g an account 


of A ae that may be ſeen in two 
views, or where the matter reſts 1 up on opi- 
nion or belief, the "bigs 0 f a a parent or a friend 
"may lead a witnels, who would not wilfull 
Tout falſe, to fee” the. trapſaction in that 
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tony 1 is not to 2 matter of this kind; by you 
diſbelieve her teſtimony, you muſt believe, 
that ſhe ſwore wilfully falſe; that ſhe has en- 
tered into a. wicked conſpiracy with diſinte- 


reſted perſons to be ; ſupported by forgery | and 


perjury, and that the” late earl entered into 
the Tame conſpiracy. It is probable, that this 
lady has ſtrong affeclion for her ſon; but 
tho” a child may "be dear, tho? a Blend may 
be dear to a witneſs, your lordſbips muſt ſup- 
poſe, that her own ſal vation i is dearer. You 
cannot think after the appearance of this 
lady, that for the chance of making her ſon a 
peer ſhe would deyote herſelf to certain and 
eternal perdition. NC 


Altho' the council for the dais have 


ter in five months after the marriage, an 


conſequently there muſt have been a criminal 


intercourſe antecedent to this marriage. Here 


your lordſhips will look with indulgence upon 
her fituation at the time of her being firſt ac- 


quainted with lord Angleſey. She was then 
about 16 years old, lived in the houſe with her 
mother, her father being then dead. This 
mother lived in a poor way, dependant on the 


earl, in the village of Camolin adjoining to 
his ſeat ; that! innocence and beauty, thus un- 


* protected 


—— ——— — 
— — 4 . 


S fe ee; ns 


e. 


— 
— ere 


* 
. 
5 a 
p 
* 8 : * — — — 3 r 
5 moan Lied — — —— —— Tens 2 — 
- 3 . pe J p N * — - : 2 _ — — "a — — 5 — 
. —_ 1 — - ppt mY UE - s 
- - 9 . ” 2 a —_ _ * 2 — i - - — * - 5 * — — — _ - r — * * 2 tt 
4 P 64 1 ry Px 2 9 I — — - -_ -—& — 1 * * — — n — " ” OI" — r n w_ * ” A 7 
N PT”... - 4 8 1 =>: — — r — Pei —— . rr — —— — E * — — 5 7 — 2 * * 3 . ** 1 w_ 4 
6 — — — — — — D 4 ” — * * 2 : — - x. — D mes £0: — ons” * — # - = 2 — — 7 p 4 » — % , z — i l 
: 4 2 - = — 4 — - — B Donato ya tr de. — _ ry agus < <<Lbbs - " 8 4 — yy . 
: - — ——— a 3 ogra — — r —B . Neat r TE. e RU — - - : 
- - , b - S — — r _ * Ca — + DC, — 2 » C RATS. => " - 2 * FL EY 2 . 2 2 - - - 
— * 4 1 X 8 7 * 7 — 3 
— eat — . rr — 2 ö . * G o_ 4 jd — . — >» 
g my — p a, —— 5 i" a a = K — — 32 — « . — 
> 4% ” N . — — po wen 2 7 FO n * „ —— yes * 1 N 8 — - 
b 5 e - 1 — — 4 7 — : 9 3 
- ——— — > WINS 4 K — — * * of g Fen — ik pa. HS nin —_— SOIC 22 wi v < * — Jy — _ _—_— 1 _ 2 . - 8 —_— — 8 r 2 — 
J 2 — 1 — d — "A oY 5 7 - e 5 » 2 0 n 4 . 7 : 5 
. TEES ng ITT I IG 5 > Po A hs . * — 5 — 2 tots dg 3 1 e 2 IL = — = 
K a 1 — bs x — 29 . 5 3 A 8 Y _ EY 
n - ho — — a _ * 6 - — <s — 222 2 a — — 7 s - Nw - 2 o 
——— — INES — — — — — — — . | 


— — 


. 


2 —— — 
j 7˖—r＋ð²1ꝛñ 


— 2 « 2 * 
—— vimmenyp 7H — 


— = ” 
2 r 


— 
2 a — 
—— 2 — 


— 


OD — — — — "ate er. A — ͤ — ern et — 
— 3 W r yo - 
— — = _—_ 2 ä — * — * 2 * * — 
. e 
n . Pets ow 


ä — 1 —— * 


— —— 


PISS. 9 


— — 3 


22 * no 
— IT 


——— — —L— — — <A 
tents" — . Aba r . 


— 


* * 
8 = — — 
—＋ FA CUM ANG 


— — 
r 


5 8 
r 


— - — 4... os Je» i 
— o—_— — 
. 4 A — 2 


— - Me 
—̃ — — 


. 


5 
4 
* 
3 
. 
4 
b * 
15 
5 
1 
* 
F 
K: 
f , 
+ 
4 
„ 
1 2 
1 
5 % 
1 
1 
1 
"a: 
ITY 
1 
1 : 
I * 
: 
1 
3 
by 
43 : 
M 
& 
VB 
F 
r 
4 
$ 
. 7 
YZ 
iy o 
* 
5 
: 
£7 o 
1 
=> 
. 
8 
1 
3 
4 1 
i B 
17 
5 1 
* 
1 
= 
1 
y [1 
Ay 
13 
3 
1 
. 
1 's 
os 
-2E . . 
=”; 
3 - 18” 
* 
* 
: 15 
F 15 
= 
L : 
IT 
= ': 
[4 . « 
Z * 
21 . 
: 
=. 
a. 
„ 
Fe « 
"= 
11 
4 
£ 
5 . 
# 
J 
% _ 
8 
1 
| 
. Þ 
H C 


q „ — * 72 * * f 
7... ³ ²¹ A . EE EEIS 


— 2 — a — 
** WA «„ ———— — 


| $8 adult and 'behayiour for 
h 


eee he bad injured 


68665 


* tothe ind etl as” e 
into the fnate of a min, opel to be © 
'perier nced i in the © uo edu, is not b 

e Box. is it. to de wohdered, that a man, 


350 ad 60 many, "opportunities: to le duce, 


{31 ar ht 


ould find « one moment. fortunkte to "his ir in- 


N entions to take advantäg e of a child in n this 


(irbation, The Rory of. "Paints h told us 
25076 but eK 4 to the "lady's 7 Tſublequ ent 
ayi her | character. 
is young woman 1 1s at 45 age of teventten 
years Ne at the carl's boule at Camolin, 


| miſtreſs. of it A en the yin, under. her 


"command. carl g London, i is ab- 


ſent above a year and 11075 in another king- 


dom; not the leaſt, j impugation | to her condu 
during that time, or the many years the was 


the wife of an elderly man tho he gaye ber | 


provocation | to lie 4 There vere men of 
conſequence in that country, not of the moſt 
chaſte characters, who would take pains to ad- 


_ dreſs a lady of her exquilite beauty durin . 


the opportunities, which the earl's abſence a 

forded. It 1 is notorious, that the man, ſaid to 
be detected in a criminal converſation with 
Mrs. Simpſon, lived but a few miles from 
Camolin; and yet the foul mouth of calumny 
has not dared to attack her reputation during 
all that time; her conduct was ſuch as to 


leave no room even for luſpicion: : Her only 
flip therefore i is to be imputed to goo: un- 


guared ; but her ſubſequent condutt could be 


the effe& only of confirmed virtue. 


It is next objected, that it is improbable, 
that he ſhould marry her in September 1741, 
a3 he had before gratified his paſſion. The 
many inſtances in every body's recollection, 
where men of higher rank even than his, of 
better eſtates, and of better underſtanding, 
have done the like, and with women not ſe- 


duced by themſelves, would be a ſufficient 


anfwer to that obſervation, But this objec- 
tion proves too much, as it would be ſtronger 
againft the SEE! in 1752 (which ! is ad- 
mitted) than againſt the marriage in 1741. 
A man, who had been tired of other women 
in a few years, was leſs likely to marry after 
A full ſatiety and gratification of eleven years, 
than to'marry and keep to himſelf, a bloom- 


ing girl, whoſe, charms he had but juſt a 


talte of. But obſerve the probability on the 
other. ſide: will gentlemen not allow, that 
akkecdön for ſo lovely a girl might have ope- 
rated in him? Will they not allow, that he 
Was bound in honour to take the firſt oppor- 
tunity, he had, of making reparation to the 
3 If they will not 


allow, chat 2 tote cr 'h6Hout _ 
- futely they will alte, that feſntment mit 
and jos Was fitely; He Would wiſh ts wh 
1 fe hſittate font, us ooh us he culd. 
Lad, at ie te te fecei e A She bf 
the dec bf Ris firſt Wife, was with child by 
'Hitn," By thittyibg Her be Had aliveft 1 
"talhity bf having 4 Tepififidtd child in 1 few 
molti, aud a probability of having feveral 
childven b) her; mother woman might not 
de fruitful, '' ft appears moft' probable, thac 
he rer the feſdlütton of marrying this 
lady, immediately 5 after ne feceivedd the ac- 
"ecount of the death bf his firſt wife; for he 
took Liuttnce Neit in the Yatch hem Bray 
to Wales, and from Wales to Roſs, Neil 
had never before beet! in that cbuntry; and 
there is ho; attempt to Account for lord An- 
gleſey's taking him this Voyage, atid bringing 
him to Roſs at this time, but for the purpoſe 
of marrying his lordſhip to this lady, This 
Was 4 eircumſtance, that did tot appear be- 
fote the lords in England, and caſually ap- 
peared here by guet aſked by the coun- 
cil for one of the claimants on his croſs ex- 
amining one of the witneſſes, produced to 
prove that lord Angleſey went to Camolin be- 
fore the fifteenth of eptember 1741 3 "this 
witneſs was aſked, whether any perſon went 
in the chair with lord Aagleley from Roſs to 
Camolin; and he anſwered, that there was 
a man, who. had the peelränte of a clergy- 


man ; whoſe name, he afterwards heard, 


was Neil. This fact was proved by the 

miller, and by Cahill who led the chaiſe; 

and the teſtimony as to it confirmed by miſs 

Batt; and probably the fact would have ap- 
peared in England, but that the examination 

as to the carl's being at Camolin on the fif- 

teenth of September 1741 was prevented by 
the admiſſion in England of that fact. Your 

lordſhips muſt ſee the reaſon of bringing 
Neil to perform this ceremony. The earl 

could not expect, that, when a ſuit was de- 

pending, inſtituted againſt him upon a claim 

of marriage by Mrs. Simpſon, with whom 

be had lived as his wife, and whom he had 
introduced at the Caſtle and other pub- 

lick places, a beneficed. clergyman would 

marry him to another without a licence; and 
a licence could not be obtained; for it is part 

of the engagement of the Peril entered 
into upon obtaining a licence, that there is no 

ſuit depending touching a contract with any 
other; therefore the earl took with him Neil, 
an unbeneficed clergyman in low Scud 
ces, who from expectations of his favbur 

would 
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would do An OY Hot ſtrictiy regular and none for keeping it fecret after his doth; 


marry him without a licence. What has been 

thrown out by the council for the claicant as 
to Neil's poverty, and as to bis having before 
September 1741 married others without li- 
cence (ſuppoſing it true) ſhews it to be more 
probable, that Neil was taken there to marry 
the earl, as a clergyman in that coun- 
try might not be prevailed upon to 0 that 
net! $5 5; 

Another e is, hat the earl in nis di- 
ſtreſs would probably have ſought for a wo- 
man, who had à fortune: That odjection 
would tend to invalidate too many marriages ; 
it ſuppoſes, that affection or honour could not 
have the leaſt influence in the marriage of this 
earl; beſides, he could not expect, that a woman 
of fortune would marry him under the cloud 
of a claim of a prior marriage with a woman, 
whom he had introduced publickly as his wife. 
And if a woman of fortune would marry him, 
it muſt be publickly, which would defeat his 
purpoſes in another reſpect. His intentions 
could be only anſwered by marrying a woman, 
who would keep the marriage ſecret for ſome 
time ; and a woman of family, not before ſe- 
duced by him, would not have agreed to a 
marriage with him in the ſituation, he then 
was, under an injunction of ſecrecy ; there- 
fore by marrying miſs Donovan. both his 
| purpoſes were moſt likely to be anſwered z 
which were to have a ſon to enjoy his eſtates 
and honours, and to have the marriage kept 
ſecret as long as he thought proper. 

I hope, I have ſatisfactorily accounted for 
the earl's marriage with a perſon of inferior 
degree, and for his defiring to keep it ſecret : 
but it would be dangerous to ſociety, and un- 
juſt if acts depending on the will of a man 
(eſpecially a man allowed to be generally im- 
prudent i in bis conduct, following his own ca- 


price, and indulging his on paſſions) ſhould. 
be annulled, if his iſſue ſhould be baſtardized, 
becauſe other men, not citcumſtanced as he 


was, think, they would not act, as he did: 


they may as well ſet aſide or avoid his diſ- 


poſition of his fortune as that of his per- 
ſon, becauſe in their opinion it was not 


prudent. There are as many minds; as there 


are men; one is not bound to aſſign reaſons 


for his marriage any more than for his wilf: 
much more unreaſonable is it to call upon 


his ſon (not born at the time) to affign rea- 
ſons for the conduct of his father. 


Another objection was, that tho! there was 
reaſon to keep the marriage ſecret in the 


life-time of Charles Anneſley, there could be. 


Conſider how the facts appear as to this: 


guſt 1747 3 the earl's difficulties were not at 
an end ; the claim of James Anneſley did not 
ctaſe with the life of Charles Anneſley, tho' 
it did not continue to carry a formidable ap- 
pearance. Lady Angleſey has told you, that 
ſoon 'dfter the death of Charles Anneſley the 
eu talked to het of making his marriage 
publick ; repeated this at different times be- 
fore the actuel publication ; But However, 
as the marriage had been kept ſecret for ſit 


years; there could be no great inconvenience 
in poſtponing the diſcloſing it a little longer: 


for before this time the noble viſcount was 
born. Men are apt to put off doing that, 


they ſay to themſelves, it makes no difference, 
whether it is done now or a month hence; 


Thus men poſtpone making their wills, tho 


the conſequence of their dying without wills 
may be moſt deſtruQtive to their families; 
thus they poſtpone the matter of the greateſt 


conſequence to themſelves, the preparation 


for another world. But tho” lord Angleſey 


did not give liberty to bis lady or the furs 


viving witneſſes to mention the marriage, 
yet not being himſelf under an injunction of 
fecrecy, he mentioned it to ſeveral between 
the death of. Charles Anneſley and the time 
of the marriage in 27523 and it appears, that 
ſoon after the death of Charles Annefley all 
perſons intimate in the family did confider 
them is married. The evidence as to this 
bn hereafter ſtate particularly, 

- Angther objection to the credit of this 


ſtory was, that it was improbable, a woman of 


uncommon and of the firſt — 
ſnhould for ten or eleven years keep' ſuch a 
matter ſecret, I anſwer; it was part of the 


terms; on which the marriage was had, that 


it ſhould be fecret, as long as the ear} pleaſed. 

'Fhe greater the underſtanding of a woman, 

F hope, it will, be thought the greater the 
effect ſhould an honorary obligation have on 
her mind. Lord Angleſey had raifed her to 
a rank equa} to any woman iti this kingdom, 
which at the time he was not under a neceſ- 


ſuy of doing- Shall not a lady of this un- 
derſtanding have even a tye of gratitude? the 
huſband was the beſt. judge (at leaſt a good 


wife ſhould: think ſo) when it ſuited the _ 
ation of his affairs to publiſn the marri 


Is the intereſt of the huſband! to have hal, 


weight upon the mind of a wife of the firſt 


_ underſtanding”? It is a ſufficient anſwer to 


Rr this 


Charles Anneſley died the latter end of Au- 


vrhich it is in their power to do at any time; 


— * | 
2 — — Ins £ - . — p 
- 2 a l — it - 
l , - i a . — 2 

— p ] ,, ” 10 — —— - — 2 ** 2 Pe. p 

_—_ 2 8 N - 1 5 1 8 8 ng n —_ . - 4 72 222 1 
— . . 3 — 5 f . . - R 
#= 4 : Gt Is as fy mg * = | - » 2 - y y = 
. F —_— ä ens ate. 2 — — —— ooo —— . py _ — 2 8 8 Y 5 


— 7 4 
1388 
TR 


this objection, that ſhe 80 be ih of a 
breach of the engagement of ſecrecy entered 
into at the time of the marriage. She would 
be guilty of ingratitude to the man, who 
Taiſed her 3 ſhe would be regardleſs of the 
intereſt 'of her huſband if ſhe diſcloſed the 
marriage without his conſent. Beſides this 
marriage was not intended to be always kept 
a ſecret z ſhe was every year in expectation, 
that it would be made publick without incon- 
venience to his affairs. But tho I am far 
from ſuppoſing, that theſe honourable motives 
were not ſufficient to govern. her, yet it is 


for her conduct; for during the life of 
Charles Anneſley ſhe could not be intitled 


tled by the articles of 173), as lord Angle- 

ſey had not the freehold and inheritance united 

in him during the life of Charles Anneſley ; 
nor could ſhe be intitled to dower thereout 
after the death of Charles Anneſley, as the 

earl had before then a ſon. born, in whom 4 
remainder was veſted expectant on the carl's 
eſtate for life; and as to the reſt of the eſtate, 
J if ſhe could recover dower thereout, it would 

not be very conſiderable. It concerned her 

therefore, in point of intereſt to keep. her 
word with her huſhand, upon whoſe execution 

of the powers given by the articles of 1737 

her future proviſion depended ; and it is ob- 

ſervable, that he did not think proper to exe- 
eute that power by deed, but always executed it 

by will, which will was revocable; ſo that ſhe 

. was always as to a proviſion dependant upon 
her huſband to the laſt hour of his life; and 

her breach of faith would moſt probably have 

. been attended with the want of a future pro- 

=. per proviſion, if not with the want of any 

proviſion : ſhe might have alſo dreaded, that 


i proof of the marriage. And in what a ſituation 
1 muſt a woman have been, thrown off b) 

and the only ſurviving witneſſes to that mar- 
fo that lady Angleſey muſt be really defeRive 


riage without his conſent, 


mother made a. Wn; 0, this marriage in- 
ſtead of her brother? 


Anſwer. This eau on * ear!'s offi 
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nat difficult to aſſign motives of intereſt alſo 


to dower out of the eſtates agreed to be ſet- 


a man of his diſpoſition would, immediately 
after ſhe broke her engagement, have, turned 
1 = her out of doors, and have put her to the 


riage dependant in ſome meaſure upon him? 
in underſtanding, if ſhe publiſhed the mar- 


Another objection is, Why was pdt the 


nion, it yas. in his nah to ate who. 


fuld be preſent. Nixon Donovan hi 
been deſcribed as a perſon likely to engage, 
and who actually did engage, his affection and 
good opinion, in ſo much that he kept him 
in his family, not ſuffering him to return to 
the regiment, and he died at the earl's 
houſe. This young man was of a good fa- 
mily arid good principles, therefore it is not 
to be wondered; he ſhould chuſe to truſt him 
rather than a woman, who kept an ale houſe : 
but obſerve the inconſiſtency of the objections; 
the former objeCtion ſuppoſes it improbable; 
that a woman of the firſt underſtanding ſhould 
keep this ſecret; the preſent objection ſup- 
poſes, that a woman of inferior underſtand- 
ings was the moſt proper to betruſted with it. 
Another obſervation made, was, that it 
isextraordinary the mother ſhould ſuffer her 
to live with lord Angleſey; without enquir- 
ing whether ſhe was marrieec. 
Anſwer. Gentlemen forget uber of their 
Ferme that ſhe went to live with the 
earl, before any marriage alledged. It is not 
imbrobable, that the mother might queſtion 
the daughter as to the reaſon of her cohabit- 
ing; but this queſtioning, probably was 
immediately after the cohabitation, which 
preceded the marriage; and as the mother 
ſuffered. her to live for ſome months in a 
ſtate of concubinage, it is not to be wondered, 
ſhe ſuffered her to continue ſo. But ſomes 
thing fell from this lady as a further an- 
ſwer ; ſhe ſaid ſhe could not diſcloſe the mar- 
riage; but however ſhe did believe, her 
mother might have gueſſed at it, and that ſhe 
endeavoured to make her as eaſy, as ſhe could, 
without being guilty of a breach of her word. 
Another obſervation was, that it was impro- 
bable, the marriage in-1752 would have been, 
if there was a former in November 1741. This 
is accounted for; one of the witneſſes to the 
marriage of 1741 died, another of them died 


in 1751; ſo at the time of this ſecond mar- 
riage there was no body living admiſſible 
y as a witneſs to prove it, except Neil. Lady 
WM her huſband, and he ſupported by his power=' 
1 ful relations in the denial of the marriage, 


Angleſey could not be a witneſs to prove the 
marriage in 1741, if there had not been a 
ſubſequent marriage; for that would be to 
prove herſelf the wife of the earl; but 
when ſhe was unqueſtionably the vile ſhe 
* be a witneſs to prove; when ſhe be⸗ 

came ſo, as neither her rank or property 
prone that enquiry; the prudence of 
this meaſure appears from the event; Neil's - 


| life was not better than lord Angleſey's, and 


if Neil died, there would be no poſitive wit- 
neſs to prove this marriage; ſo that the death 
of 


of two of the witneſſes occaſioned the ſecond 
marriage; Mr. Maſterſon ſays, it was ſo de- 
clared at the time of the ſecond marriage. 
An obſervation was made on the certificate 
of October 1752, that it mentioned, that moſt 
of the witneſſes, that were preſent at the mar- 
riage of 1741, were enn, Eben two doen; 
were dead. 
Anſwer." Lord Angleſey could not be con- 
ſidered as a witneſs, as the queſtion about 


und if the power was gone, the chen would 
teſtify againſt her' intereſt in } vint of pro- 
viſion, as the proviſion in that event could 
not ariſe out of the ſettled eftate, unleſs ny 
Angleſey died without a 21 1 
1 ts taken notice of all the obſervarioiis 
made, ſo far as they go to affect the credit of 
lady Angleſey, or A, credit of the account 
given by her; for no obſervation has been 
made tending to affect the conſiſteney of her 


the marriage could not ariſe till after his evidence, or to ſhow the leaſt prevarication; 


death; and as matters ſtood before the ſecond 
marriage, there had been but three witneſſes, 
and two of them were dead; which is the 
moſt part; indeed if the ſecond marriage was 
had without a publick declaration of the 
former it might haye created a ſuſpicion, that 
there was no prior marriage, and it might be 
ſaid, that the marriage of $741 was an alter 
thought. q 

It is ſaid, that the declaration of 40 eier 
marriage, and the producing the certificate 
of it at the time of the ſecond marriage, were 
preconcerted: I admit it, for otherwiſe the 
| ſecond marriage would be an imprudent act: 
whereas by producing the certificate, and 
handing it abgut that all preſent might ſee 
it, and hear lord Angleſey and the clergyman, 
who had ſolemnized the marriage in 1741; 
acknowledge the ſanie, no bad conſequence 
could be from the ſecond marriage, and an 
uſeful purpoſe might be anſwered by it, as 
in caſe of a conteſt touching the legitimacy 

of the children lady Angleſey ane, a 
competent witneſs to prove it; | 

It was ſaid; that lady Angleſey 1 interefledin 
| volt of reputation, in proving the Nee 
of 1741 _ 

Anſwer, If ſhe had does called to prove a 
marriage antecedent to cohabitation; or if 
another. marriage had not been, the obſer- 
vation would have weight, but the facts are 
otherwiſe; and as to her reputation, it 
makes no difference to her, whether the 
firſt was four months after the e e 
or at a longer diſtance of time. 0 

It has been ſaid, that lord Angleſey by u 
ing a fine and ſuffering a common recovery for- 
feited his eſtate for life, and deſtroyed his power 
of charging a jointure; and that therefore lady 
Angleſey was intereſted as to her proviſion in 
proving the marriage in 1741. I do not ſee, how 
that conſequence can follow, if the premiſes 
were true, and I alfo deny the premiſſes ; for 
the eſtate for life and the power of charging 
the jointure were created by articles, and the 
fine and recovery could not have ſach effect 
by way of forfeiture upon an equitable eſtate; 


if therefore the event of this trial was to de- 
bend ſingiy on the teſtimony of lady An- 


gleſey, corfoborated by the now unqueſtion- 


ed evidence, that the Earl, Mr. Neil, Nix- 
on Donovan, and Charles Kavanagh were 
all at Camolin on the 15th of September 
1741, and by the evidence of the eatl's 


bringing Neil in the yatch to Roſs, which 


could be only for the purpoſe of m marrying 
him, I ſhould hope, there would not be an 
difficulty in pronouncitig the noble lord to 
be the legitimate ſon of the late earl, But 
his legitimacy is far from reſting ſingly upon 
her teſtimony. 
Laurence Neil; importing that is marrie 
the late earl to Juliand Donovan on the 1 5th 
of September '1741, was laid before | out 
lordſhips; and it was ptoved by His nepl ew, 
that the body of the certificate, and the name 
Laurence Neil ſigned to it, was his hand 
writing, and'this hand writing as not been 
controverted, 

We have alſo proved by two witneſſes 
the hand writing of Nixon Donovan. As 
this has been conſidered by the gentlemen 
on the other fide as a material part of the 
caſe, ' and great pains taken to leſſen the 
weight of the evidence to thè hand writing 
of Nixon Donovan, I will mention par- 
ticularly the nature of tlie evidence to this 
fact. Nixon Donovan died under the age of 
twenty, probably at nineteen; for lady An- 
gleſey ſays, he was two years older than her, 
and he died very ſoon after the marriage, 
near thirty one years ago; he had not been i in 
a way of life, where many people had oppor- 
tunities of being acquainted with his hand 
writing; therefore proof of his hand writing 
can be only from ſome of the perſons, who 
were at ſchool with him; and tho? it is ſaid, 
that there are more than two now li living of 
tlioſe, who were at that ſchool, it is rather to 
be wondered, that there were two, who 
ſhould at this diſtance of time be able to give 
an account of the hand writing of this young 
man; The account given by Anthony Ryati 
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Wee before the lords of Great B 


(460) 


af N account; a8 can be ex- 
f, I hand. Writing; Ryan, bad been 


« 175 him A. Fes and 2, helf, partly 
in 1737 12 in 1738 3 he had at that 
time ſeen him write freq) he was in 


the ſame _ with him, and lam him then 


wiite; he had for ſeveral years (above fifteen 
Watt) a copy 


or cypher book, in which 
was ſome of t e.band writing of Nixon 

POIs and had {monde i ſeen hig hand writ- 
9055 in * bock. hs a 3 a 


oY 


SIA — ” writing af Nin 


Donovan in that book has not been 
7 by the witneſs for many years -but this 
Yitny s made an affidayit nine or ten years ago 

of the hand writing. of Nixon Donovan, at 

Fin, .regolleRiqn of the hand write 

ng was more recent, and muſt be ranger ; 
and be ngt only ſpeal from bis . preſent ob- 
ervation of the, band Writing, but from his 
vin this. very hand writing many. years 
alſo Wag examined as, to, this hand 


ritaing 
d has. ſaid, that he was, fully ſatisfied, and 
eligved, when he, firſt ſaw this-paper, and 
at che ſybſcquent times of his ſesing it, that 


the — Nixon Donovan, was the hand 
wiiting, of Nixon Donovan. It Was taken 


notice, that the witneſs laoked, at the initials 
of. his. name on the certificate, Anſwen. 
ah was, proper to he done by hirg,,as, it. muſk 
confirm his preſent Opinion, that be ſzw this 


hand. writing many. years, before, When his 


recolleRion muſt. be; ſtranger, 3 he hay; told, 
you, his opinion fram, his. preſent recolleQigns 


and his looking upon the back of the, paper, 


and, being from thence: able to ſay he ſaw.this 
band yrriging, (o many years 29s forcifies his, 
Prefers, i ts % % both "Bi, 
James Darcy was examined, to the. fame 
matter; he was alſo at the writing ſehgol. 
with Nixon Dongyan, The fioſt objection 
made to him is a curious one, that he ſays, 
he N to. England, to, prove the band-writ-, 
ing of N ixon Donovan, and yet, had nat ſeen, 
of ca "”—_ *. let bn mi ra- 


hand y Writing ol Charles — to view. 
the exrtlicae in the office, for ae reaſons 


11 


that. if they were,gcqualaced with the on 
.WT Kings, they would know it at once, when 
the paper ſhould be produced to them on the 
Agr, and if they were not acquainted with 


the hand writing, their ignorance af it would 


be more eaſily diſcoyered ; an expreſiion of 
this man, that he was altray; bas been ob- 
ſerved upon; the meaning of that expreſſion 
is explained by the nature of bis teſtimony ; 


this name, Nixon Dogovan, was produced 


tg him as if wrote on a blank paper; all the 
teſt of the writing being covered with clean 
paper, and he was aſked} whether that was 
the hand writing of Nixon Donovan. The firſt 


anſwer he gave, and to which he adhered, 


was, it is very like his hand writing 4 gay, 
before the paper was undiſguiſed, ſaid, it was 
88 like his hand wrizing as any thing, he ever 
ſaws and ſaid, be believed it to be his band 
writing; but, ſaid the witneſs, this paper is 
not like the paper ſnewu me in London, for 
there is but one line in this. So that what 
be meant, by being a ſtray, was, that be 
could not deer the different aer 
withdraw, and ane yoomen | oth ta take 


Fare that n perſan ſpake to him; and tks 


during his abſence was: freed from 
its diſenſe, and, aſter a tds ſhawn.toi the wits 
neſs, and then he ſaid, he delinved, the name 
Nixon Donovan; te beithe hand writing of 
Nixen Donovan.” He then was aſbed by one 
of. yqur lordſhips, Which ef the papers pro- 
duced was meſt like the hand writingof Nixon 
Donovan ? this was; as trying a queſtion, as 
could be put, eſpecially vihen it came from 
one of you lerdſſüps, as it implied a diffar- 
ence; his anſwer was, that he believed; they 
they were the ſame. 8d that no maus Rnow- 
tedgs gf am hand waiting was ever more 
ſtrictiy ſearched into than this mans. The 
hand writing of Nixon Donovan has been 
proved b two witneſſes, tha proof: by one: 
would be ſuſficient, as: no: attempts here to 


controvert it, In England it was contro- 


verted by Elizabeth amally, who faid, it was 
the hand, writing of Cornelius Donovan; 

here ſhe, ſaid, ſhe; could: not form a belief, 
whoſe hand writing it was! If then this is 
proved to be the hand writing ob Ninon 
Donovan (ef which thore is no. contraty vi- 

dence befare this houſe) the eſtabliſhing that 
fact puts am end, to the cauſe, as he died: in 


November 1741, and this ſhews, that the 


witneſſen have; beem examined: to: the hand 
WW ah e pere. 0 of whom, 
Patrick 


Patrick Byrne and Wikiali Sthith, bag not 
ſeen the certificate | till eXhibited on this Hor, 
and were produced as perſons well acquainted 
with bis hand writing to give your r lordſhips 
atis fuction in that particular; 5 Each of thoſe 
four perſons has informed you; that © Was 
Well acquainted with Kavanagh's. hat writ- 
ing, 95 nd frequently aw him Write, and al- 
ſigned good reaſons far his being ableto form a 
200 ſaid, they verily believe, his name ſign- 


ed as à witneſs to this certificate, to be i 
hand writing. wy 


But it is ſaid, why did you not SR ce 


more to the hand writing 'of Kavanagh, 1 
anſwer, that we have gone farther than uſual 
ih proving this hand writing, .as a doubt was 
raiſed in England as to it, owing to the wick- 


ed woman Elizabeth Smally, who there. 


| ſaid, ſhe believed, it was not his hand writ- 
ing, and here gave no ſuch evidence. 1 
muſt obſerve, that not one perſon, who was 
acquainted with the hand writing of Kava- 
nagh, has been produced to ſay, he believed, 


that his name to the certificate was not his 


hand writing, but ſome exhibits haye been 
produced to a witneſs who ſaid, he believed, 

the name Charles Kavanagh, ſigned to them, 
was his hand writing, and your lordſhips are. 
deſired to compare the hand writing of Kava- 
nagh to thoſe exbibits with the hand writ- 
ing to the certificate. The man, to whom the 
counſel for the claimants have appealed. to 
prove thoſe exhibits, is one of the men, who 
has proved Kavanagh's hand writing to the 
certificate; and they would have you believe 
his evidence as to thoſ# exhibits, and not re- 
gard it as to the certificate, Compariſon of 
hands by a witneſs, not acquainted with the 
perſon's hand writing, is not in itſelf legal 
evidence of the hand writing, where a wit- 
neſs may be had acquainted with the hand 
writing. If to prove the hand writing of Ka- 
vanagh to the certificate we had brought a 
witneſs, who ſaid, he had letters of his, and 
that from a compariſon of the name ſubſeribed 
to the letters with the name ſubſcribed: to 
the certificate, he believed the name to the 
certificate to be his hand writing, and that 
witneſs had not ſeen him write, this kind 
of evidence by compariſon would not be ad- 
mitted for us, tho' the letters were admitted 
to be wrote by bim ; what conſtitutes the 
competency of BOP Mk in this particular, ji is, 
the witneſſes having ſeen the man write, and 
from thence being able to form a judgment 
or opinion of the hand writing. Indeed 

where no witneſs can be produced, who has 


{ 5% 


nt of his hand yyriting ; and all of them 


* Ts ; 
14 wr Adar 1 Lid 1 on Att. 


| ſeen abe man. write, the evidence gt an 


lofecior. degree may be, . received. from nece(-* 
lityy,. as in caſes of commerce ta prove. the 
and writing of a foraign. merchant who, ne- 
ver was in Ireland. Rut here; the gentlemen 
on the other fide would hay; Jour, lordſhips 
not only receive the, inferior evidence. with 
out a neceſſity, but alſo to decide upon it in 
contradiction to What che. law. conſiders, * 
better and leſs fallible evidence, 1 

te is not very difficult. to make 4, forged 
name agree, in every. ſtroke with. the real 
hand writing: but it is not by comparing the 
firokes'of% letter, that a witneſs knows, 
hand Writing ; z it is by a; view of the whoh 
writing. One acquainted . with the band 
writing of another knows. it from the hrlt 
appearance, not by eracing i it ftroke. by ſtroke 3 
as you know a man's face without, ex- 
amining the features particularly. The falli- 
bility of the evidence of compariſon of, bands 


by a perſon, not acquainted with the hand 


writing, appears from, the ſeveral exhibits 
produced, no two of which agree in every 
particular of the writing. Many men write 
different ways at different, times; and Kava- 
nagh's not writing in the ſame, manner al- 

ways Is accounted for by his drinking | be 
in a morning; and when he drank at night, 


he had the next day ſometimes rheumatick 


cramps in his hands; it is proved, that he 
has himſelf accounted i in this-way for the 
difference. in his hand writing. But if there 


was a ſcheme to forge his hand writing, lord 


or lady Angleſey could eaſily haye got ſome 
of his hand writing, ſo as to make the ſtrokes 


of the counterfeit reſemble: the real, hand | 


writing; and it is not to be conceived, that 
one would attempt to forge the name of a 
perſon without having ſome of the hand writ- 
ing before kim, eſpecially when it could be 
ſo eaſily got. 

Thus this certificate 3 is fully proved ; z, the 
hand writing of Neil not controverted 3 


the counſe] on the other fide did not even | 
croſs examine the witneſs, who proved it 3 


the hand writing of Nix6dn Donovan has been 
proved by two witneſſes, and that of Kava- 
nagh by four witneſſes; and not a fingle 
witneſs produced, who ſaid, he did not be- 
lieve the name of any one of them not to be 
of his hand writing: Beſides as againſt the 
claimant. John Anneſley it appears from 
Mr, Talboc's teſtimony, that upon the re- 
fercnce upon his petition. to the attorney and 
ſolicitot general here it was agreed, that 
Kavanagh's s name to the certificate was his 


hand writing: Will your lordſhips doubt, if 
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the qnefiicn ſhall come to FO decided as be- 
tween him and the noble viſcount, of a fat 
which he himſelf has adrnitted ? So far from 
diſputing che hand writing his ſuggeſtion 
before the attorney and ſplicitor genera 
that Kavanagh was an accomplice im the 
fraud; but no proof was made of any fraud. 

An obſervation was made ag to the date of 
che certificate, that it 
third.” The ſpace between che word pteced- 
ing the figures (15) and the word immediate- 
ly following, fle w, there were originally two 
figures, and there is not the leaſt attempt of 


a raſure ; the writing the letter (d i a miſ- a 


take, that very often happens in t "wriging a 
date; but the certificate of 1752 femoves Mt 
doubt. "They ſuppoſe, the certificate of 2741 
Was wrote in 17525, and the marriage in 1741 
is ſet forth in the certificate of '1752, and 
ſaid to haye been on the fifteenth of Septem- 
ber, and the word fift-enth wrote in letters 
and not in figures; beſides Mr. Maſterſon 
has ſworn, that Neil declared, he had, married 
them on the fifteenth of september 1741 3 


and if this certificate was not wrote at the 


time, it appears to bear date, Neil might eaſi- 
ly have wrote it over again; and if the names 

of the witneſſes were forged, they might have 
G9 allo wrote over again. 


But this paper has not the regular appear- | 
ance of a deliberate forgery concerted, as evi- 


_ dence upòn which high honours and a great 
eſtate might at a future diſtant time depend, 


but was wrote without deliberation for the | 


ſatisfaction of a young girl of ſeventeen, as 
the marriage was to be = private for ſome” 
one: TOE: 

Nou to bday the other beiden þ in this 
caſe. « Mr. Simon Kavanagh, a gentleman 
of undoubted character, and known to be 
poſſeſſed of a very ancient eſtate, tells you, 
that in Auguſt 1752 he was overtaken on 


the road by Laurence Neil; that in conver- 


ſation Neil mentioned, that he had been 
chaplain to lord Angleſey ; which led to the 
witneſs's telling him, he heard, that lord An- 

gleſey was ſoon to be married; at which 
Neil expreſſed ſurpriſe, as he ſaid, he had 

married him ſeveral years before at Camolin ; 
and ſaid, he would inquire into the cauſe of 
his marriage a ſecond time. 

It is aſked, why did Neil diſcloſe the ſe- 
cret to this gentleman? Anſwer, it was then 
no ſecret, for lord Angleſey had two Months 
| before made a publick acknowledgement of 
the marriage : then it is objected, Why ſhould 
Neil be ſurpriſed at it? Anſwer, Neil was 


VN not . at * chat toe 25 


* 


Was, | 


s the ſecond ' or 


uncle & 


was declared, but ſurpriſed at bearing he was 


to be married a. ſecond, tiche, and faid, he 


would inquice into the cauſe of it. This tel⸗ 


timobly is very fitong t to coroborate the other, 


teſtimony, as it is a "declaration of the prior, 
marriage by. Neil, antecedent to the time 
when the aeedutt of. the prior marriage Is, 
ſuppoſed: tobe concerted; and this is vg 
that did not! appear before t the. lords of Great 
Britain. 'Two witnelles produced by. the 
claimants U peak as ta the character of "Mr. 
Neil; one "tf them Mr. Tottenham, the 
the claimant Richard; the other, 
Mrs, Smally. Mr. 'Tomahact ſaid, that 


| Mr. Neil had a bad character, but has al- 


ſigned noreafon for thinking, he deſerved it, 
ſave that at one time he and this clergyman, 


and lord Angleſey, and many others, drank. 


together very freely, To that they were all 
in liquour, and that lord Angleſey deſired 
Neil to get up and dance, which he did; 
and, as Mr. Tottenham thought, danced 
indecently. Mr. Tottenham ſaid, he could 
not recollect, in what year this was, or whe- 
ther before the marriage of 1752 or not; ſo 
that it was, impoſſible for lord Valentia to 
apply proof to this matter, in caſe Mr. Tot- 
tenham's memory as to the particulars of 
the tranſaction may have failed him, as it 


has done with reſpect to the time, it happened. 


But ſuppoſing that Mr. Tottenham is not 

miſtaken in his recollection of what paſſed, 
the indiſcreet act of dancing is to be imput- 
ed to his being in liquor; the fault was no 
more than his being drunk. And fol ſup- 
poſe him to have been from Mr. Totten- 


' ham's account, who ſaid, Mr. Neil was in 


liquor, but not intoxicated, as he confider- 
ed a perſon intoxicated to be out of his ſen- 
ſes; and if his being in _Jiquor was a fault, 
Mr. Tottenham ſhared in it ; he as one of 
the company contributed to this poor clergy- 
man's drinking more, than he ſhould have 
done; the only difference between bim and 
Mr. Tottenham was, that Mr. Neil had 
more ſpirits in his liquor, that he danced, 
and Mr. Tottenham looked on, for I don't 
find, that Mr. Fottenbam quitted the com- 
pany. | 

This is the only act of indiſcretion men- 
tioned to affect the eredit of this man, and 
notwithſtanding all pains muſt be ſuppoſed 
to have been taken to prove his indiſcretions, 
4 ſtrong preſumption, in his favour is to be 
drawn from the claimants not being able to 
prove a ſecond inſtance of indiſcretion, There 
is no pretence, chat his poverty ever made 


him 


* 


him do a diſhoneſt a, that he ever Jefrduds 
ed, or impoſed upon, ot belied any man; and 
tho drinking too much is not to be juſtified, 
L man may get very drunk, and 
very honeſt. Mrs. Smally has» told vou, 
that Mr. Neil had no fault but his poverty, 
and that he bad always the chatacter of a 
od moral man; and this witheſs had bet- 
ter opportunity of knowing the character of 
Mr. Neil; than Mr! Tottenham had; he had 
married her. The counſel on the other fide 
ſay, they did not produce her to prove the 
Character of Neil: but ſhe was a witneſs pro- 
duced by them,; and her opinion, ,when in 
favour of lord Valentia, is the ſtronger, As 
coming from a witneſs they had appealed to, 
eſpecially; one inclined to do all diſſervice to 
Tod Valentia's cauſe, and poſſeſſed with the 
utmoſt bĩtterneſs againſt him. Several other 
witneſſes have given an account of the cha- 
tacter of Neil; three were in the pariſh, while 
he officiated ; Mr. Lambert, Mr. King, and 


doctor Mills, and give him as good a cha- 


racter, as a man can have. The claimant's 
counfel ſay, that the account given by theſe 
three gentlemen, is of his behaviour during 
three quarters of à year; but Mr. Lambert's 


telimony goes to che antecedent Hs his 


'T 163 . 


l for he ſays, that the eder was very yy 


in the choice of a curate, and had objected-40 
"* tuo or three, and afterwards appointed Nel 
e 


which ſhews, that a previous inquiry 
made by the rector as to Neil's behaviour 
character, and that they were found to, b 
good. Lady Angleſey 225 an account. 
his; proper» behaviour and character while 


chaplain to her huſband, There i is the teſti- 
mony likewiſe of his own cloth in his fa- 


vour ; he was ſupported. for , ſome years, by 
the voluntary contributions of the clergy 
vrho would not have ſupported him, if he ha 

2 e character. You 


is of another religion, not apt to give clergy- 
men of our church good characters if they 
don't deſerve them: ſo that the good cha- 
racter of Neil is fully eſtabliſhed by the teſti- 
mony of perſons, of different religions, by 
that of his pariſhioners, that of his own 
cloth, nay by the teſtimony of an inyeterate 
witneſs againſt lord Valentia ;, beſides ever 


man's character prima facia is to be taken 


As oy: mas the 9 is e 
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22 11 to? morrow. 


Lord R A NA LAGH * 5 the Chain pie 


cui called in. 


| Serjeant Dennis TI 


My Lords, 4 


"HAVE taken notice of the wan of 
lady Angleſeyy and the ſeveral objections 
 theretc, of the teſtimony to prove the certifi- 


cate, and of the objections to it, and of the evi- 
dence as to the character of Neil who ſigned 
the certificate : I will now mention the ſub- 
| ance of the other evidence not yet taken 
notice of by me, Which has been given to 
corroborate that of lady Angleſey. 

Fu Mr. Maſterſon, who is admitted to 
be a witneſs of unqueſtionable credit, ſaid, 
that from 1748 he was intimate in lord An- 
leſey' s family; that their eſtates bounded, 
and from that time he looked on lady Angle- 
ſey as married; and in 1749 heard lord An- 


U 


| bete tay, he was arts to her“ That - 
bout this time it was generally believed by 


lord Angleſey's friends, that he was married; 


that he treated her with the ſame reſpect as a 
wife, and in a different manner from that in 
which he had treated Mrs. Simpſon; that he 


and Mr. Kyan (the earl's two moſt intimate 
friends in that country) were ſent for to be 


preſent at the ſecond marriage; and that lord 
Angleſey ſaid, he was adviſed to this, as 
two of the withellss to the firſt were dead ; 
that the certificate of 1741 was on that oc- 
caſion produced, and inſpected 
ſons preſent; and that Mr. Devereux and 
Mr. Stringer on the production of it to 
them ſaid, 
nagh was his band-writing; theſe two died 
before the examination i in England, but made 


by the per- 


they knew the name of Kava- 


affidavits 


have alſo the teſti- 
mony in his fayour of Mr. Maſterſon, who 
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| en. dane e Atefuey ani Ad 
eral as to this tranſition; and as to Ka- 
Faflagtt's hand writing. Mr. Muſterſon fur- 
er Fa that Neil publickly dedlated/ar that 
titne, Aar, on the ay that eertißenie bete 
| Gate, the kad i married lord and lady Augleſey 
at Camolin; and Mr. Maſterſon fad, that 
many perſons of character and property were 
ther! aſſembled. "Your lordchips will obſerve, 
that it was an equal chance, that Neil would 
outlive lord Angleſey, and if ſo, he muſt 
expect to be called on to give evidence on 
bath as to this murriage; and it eannot be 
fuppoſed, that he would make fo publick-a 


declaration of a fact, which he es not re- 


| folved to atteſt on bath When called upon; 
Tor if he ſhould decline to ſwear to the truth, 
of What he ſo publickly declared, that would 
be an acknowledgment,” that he had on a 
folemh occaſion publiſhed a falſhood'to Fup- 
port a fraud; it would be an acknowledgment, 
that he was an infamous perſon. Mr. Maſter- 

ſon further ſaid, that ſoon. after the death of 
the earl Mr. Annefley of Ballyſax, and his 
agent Mr. Meheux, applied to him for an 
account of the tranſattion in October 1752, 
and that he gave them then the ſame account, 
be has given to your lordſhips. 

The next witneſs. as to the declaration of 
lord Angleſey was Mr. Edward Butler, ad- 
| mitted to be a gentleman of unquſtionable 
character; he ſaid, he was at Camolin the 
ſeventh of April 1752 (ſix months before the 
ſecond marriage) on his return from the aſ- 
ſizes of Wexford to Dublin; that che earl 
ſaid, he expected counſellor Fitzgerald to 
come there to draw his will; that Fitzgerald 


came, and received inſtructions from the earl, 


and Was directed to give the draft to the 
witneſs in Dublin in order to have copies 
made thereof to be ſent to the earl; that 
Fitzgerald gave him the draft, which the wit- 
neſs produced, ſigned: by Fitzgerald, and that 
the witneſs had three ſair copies made, one 
of them on [ſtamped paper, which he ſent to 
the karl. He ſaid, that when the earl talked 


of making his will, he told him, he had been 
-martied a great while, and it was of no 
uſe to keep it ſecret} longer, and that he 
The plain meaning 


-muſt ſettle his affairs. 
of this was, that he could not ſettle his affairs 
without diſcloſing this marriage, which he had 
o long kept ſecret: That it had been of uſe 
to ktepiit ſecret, but that the reaſons, which 
had oaduted n to OE i O's 4d not c 
tinue. W it a 


f 


y (464 14 — ö 


Loftus 


giving her intereſt on a county election 


further ſhews it; and ths 


1 N 65 . 348 h 

ae Ainet to A e "Y 
2 was Mr. Talbet: He ſays, that in ſpring 
19 5 lord Angleſey received . a, letter from 
ſore perſon of the name of Anneſley, who 
looked don himſelf as nent in ſucceſſipn to 
ſoine of the/hondurs;; that the earl appeared 
to be diſpleaſed, ani with ſome emotion ſaid, 
that be Would diſappoint tbem, and ſhew 
them an heir, and a law ful one, *. pen 
r e eee Ny 

Miſe Batt alſo ſays, that about eb. oo 
to 1730, and'afterwards, it was the, opinion 
of perſons well acquainted with lord Augle- 
ſey, and particularly of her father, his then 


agent, and Mr. Lloyd: che curate, that lord 


and lady Angleſey were married; and that 
the heard Mr. Lloyd in 1949 upon his return 
from Camolin ſay, he was ſure, they were 
married. Mr. Patrick Kavanagh, Who was 
frequently in the earl's family, ſays, that in 
1746 ſuch people, as he converſed with, and 


were intimate in the family, believed, there 


was a marriage; but others, who were not 
intimate, did not believe it, becauſe they had 
not the fame opportunities to make obſerva- 
tions, and therefore the reports were vari- 
ous. Which opinions ſhould your lordſhips 


moſt regard? Surely the opinions of thoſe, 


who had the beſt opportunity to form a judg- 


ment: and they all thought from bis beha- 


viour to this lady, that they were married. 
Mr. Peree has told you, that the late lord 


gat a time when be had a reſent- 
ment againſt lady Angleſey on account of 
againſt 
his ſon, the preſent lord Ely, ſaid, he conſi- 


dered it as an act of juſtice to declare, that 


lord Angleſey before the year 1752 had told 
him, that he had been married, and that a 
family cauſe prevented his making it 
known. This ſhews the opinion of that 
nobleman ; his making an affidavit to ſup- 
port lord Valentia's claim to this peerage 
he was convinced 
of the legitimacy of lord Valentia, otherwiſe 
he would not have made an affidavit, to ime 
poſe a baſtard on the bouſe, of which he was 
a member,” 
Mr, Shepherd Freoch ſwears, that in Ju une 
1752 lady Angleſey went to Roſs with lord 
Angleſey, and that they lodged with Mrs. 
Napper a woman of character, and his rela- 
tion;z that ſhe was then viſited as lady An- 
gleſey, and. entertained by the wife of the 


witneſs, the clergyman's wife, and the prin- 
6 * * of the toyn. _ Mr. Totten- 


(6365 F, 


ham and Ms; Clif ;Jand it was * $I 
thoſe rlons, that lord and Angleſ 
MY DES. "Miks Batt confirtys | ; his. Thi 
was a e rye gh and 'Mr. Fri rench's 
sccpunt 0 it might be call diſproved,. if 
not 9 7 Mr. French 1s * called the ſoap- 
: boiler, ut be i is not defied to be one e of the 
moſt opulent inhabitants of the place; and 
5 that e and is wife viſited; and were viſited 
BP , the people of beſt faſhion in that 'coltntry. 
* Ir Edkin's reffiq ony is moſt material; ; 
that lor Angleſey 1275 in rebcuur/ 1761 3 
was taken ill the ovember befote, and kept 
his room, from December that he was con- 
ſideted a as in danger of death from December; 
that the earl ſaid, le knew, he was dying, 
and felt ſomething within him, that made him 
5 think ſo. ; z and that during this time, what⸗ 
ever mj;;bt. have been his former conduct, the 
earl was very religious and devout, and ap- 
peared to be a molt ſincere penitent, That 
he had divine ſervice frequently performed, 
and prayers frequently read by him in his 
bed, and that be joined therein with fetyeney. 
When a man is apprehenſive of death, thinks 
every. hour to be his laſt, when he muſt ex- 
pea” ſoon to appear before the great judge, 
who cannot be deceived, he cannot in that 
ſituation be ſuppoſed to carry on a ſcene of 
impoſition, : And yet, during this tine lord 
| Angleſey ſpoke of lady Angleſey conſtantly 
as his wife, and of the children as legiti- 
mate. This kind of evidence is admit- 
ted eren in caſes of life. Upon a trial 
for murder what the wounded perſon In a 
dying“ way ſays, tho' not upon oath, is ad- 
mitted as evidence to affect tlie life of the 


priſoner, becauſe it is not ſuppoſed; hie will at 


that time declare a falſtiood, © or tat. he will 
dye with a lie in his mouth. 

The part of the evidence, I wall! next take 
notice of, is, that in September 1750 Mr. 
Anneſley of Ballyſax; who was then next in 
ſucceſſion in caſe of the eatl's dying without 
a ſon (and in whoſe place the claimant John 
is) was himſelf apprehenſive, there was a 
marriage 3 he ſaid, he ſuſpected, there was a 
marriage, or that a marriage would be claim- 
ed, ſo that this was not a marriage firſt ſet up 
in 1752, as is alledged by the claimants. It 
appears, that Mr. John Anneſley in 17 50 
expected, a marriage would be claimed, and 
that he was endeavouring to get evidence to 
encounter ſuch a claim; and it appeats, that 
de did not think lightly of it; for his ex- 
preſſion was, that he would aber e the 


receipt ſigned Juliana Donovan than the 


4'#3 % 6 


PORE of the bond ; be would rather have 
one piece of evidence than or 80015 «i 

le Tie enence ! ſhall next take notice ol; 
dcatne fon? a' witneſs proceed on the eder 
ſide, Mr. Tortenham $ he ſaid; th at aboüt 
two months before the pudlick marriage ford 
Angleſey affed bim, wax bie wife did not 
viſit lady Angleſey; and fait; he had been 


mariied to her ſevered, Be thee was a 


reaſon, why he did not diſeloſe t. Mr. Tot. 
tenhain anfwered; that hie wife would walt 

on her Iadyfnip, as foon us the earl thought 
proper to make” it pupliek. Lord Anglefey 
aftetwards told him, that for the ſatisfaction 
of the public” ke would" marry bis lady a. 
again; and Mr. Tottenham ſays; that after 


the public marriage Mrs. Tottenham waited 
upon her ladyſhip, continued to do ſo, and 


that they often dined at etch others houſes: 
This ſhews; that Mr. ahd Mrs! Tottenham 


; then believed; there had been 2 prior mar- 
riage; otherwiſe would the immediately cul. 


tivate an' intimacy, or would he ſuffer her to 
cultivate an Intimacy, with a woman who had 
lived eleven years in a ſtate of 'whoredom ? 
Mrs. Tottenham might Have * 2 viſit of 
ceremony upon the murrla but ſurely 
would not do more. That gl Tottenham 
was of the fame opinion "til lately, appears 
fromi his making two affidavits; one to ſup- 
port the Petition of this noble viſeount, that 
was referred to the attorney and ſolicitor ge- 
neral of this kingdom, and the other to ſup- 


port. His petition that was referied to the at- 


torney general bf England. The firſt of 


theſe affidavits he ſettled the dtaft of; and there 
was an interval of ſeveral years between the 


making the two affidavits : Thoſe petitions 
ſtated; that the noble lord; then the claim- 
ant, was the legitimate ſon of the late earl, 
and as ſuch intitled ts his honours: The 
making an affidavit was a voluntary act, and 


intended as part of the evidence to found a 


report in favour of the legitimacy of this no- 
ble lord : Mr. Tottenham will not ſay, that 
he intended to deceive the attorney and ſoli- 


citor general of this kingdom, and afterwards 


to deceive the attorney general of England, 


to make them believe what he did not be- 


lieve himſelf, or to make them think he 
was of one opinion, when he really was of 


a different opinion, or in any wiſe oy his 


affidavits to induce them to report contrary 
to the truth. I am convinced, that at the ſe- 


veral times of making theſe affidavits Mr. 


Tottenham meant to give true information 
to the perſons, before whom the affidavits were 
| | laid 
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1 ad induce them to, form. an, opinion - 
agreeable to big oy in —— 4 the noble 
lord, whoſe WRT * 15 Mi Ar 


in controverſy. 
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which he adeita 10 have e 


10 lady Angleſey after my locd's.death,, 1 . 


Tottenham ſaid, he could not recollect he 
time, when he wrote it, or on what occaſion 
he wrote it. I think, the occaſion of. wri- 


ting it is plainly to be collected from the let - 


ter, and from what has appeared before your 
lordſhips J for it has appeared, that on the 
reference before the attorney and ſolicitor ge- 
neral of this kingdom there were ſets. of af- 
fidavits made at different times, oh behalf. of 
the ſeveral. contending, parties; and this let- 
ter muſt have been written on the occaſion of 


laying. one of theſe ſets of affdayits before 
the attorney and ſolicitor general, Mr. Tot- 


tenham does not mention any other gecaſion, 
nor does he deny, that the lett referred to 
the conteſt about the titles and honoufs 


+453. Hs 


claimed by lord Valentia; nor is it pretended, 


that there was any conteſt, in which, affidavits 


ö were made, that could be ſaid to give diſtur- 


| bance to lady Angleſey and the, family of the 


late ear], ſave that conteſt about the peerage, 


24 


in which her firſt marriage and the legitimacy 
of the children of the late earl: were drawn 
in. queſtion. Tune words of the letter are 
theſe. : I am concerned to find. ſome new 
<< attempts by various affidavits to. give your 
<< ladyſhip further diſturbance; and ſincerely 
<< wiſh, you may effectually and ſpeedily over- 
0 throw every perſon, that means diſturbance 


a 


to you or the family of my late Friend. 


« Mrs. Tottenham joins, in compliments to 


* yoij and the young ladies. 


If then this letter referred to alfidavit 
made on the reference concerning the. peer- 


age, it ſhews, that Mr. Tottenham's opinion 
at the time of writing it was, that lord Va- 


lentia was legitimate, elſe why ſincerely wiſh, 
that the adverſaty ſhould be overthrown in 
the conteſt, to which that letter referred: 

Mr. Tottenham ſurely could not ſincerely 
wiſh ſuceeſs to the cauſe, that was not right, 
or an overthrow to the cauſe: that was 
Juſt, If his opinion bas been really. ſince 


changed, no reaſon, for 1 5 of opinion 


hes appeared: Nothing has happened ſince 


the writing that letter, or making his affida- 


vits, to account in any wiſe for ſuch change 
of — fave that one of the claimants * 
to his neice neice. „ e 


51 draft of the w; 999 late ear f 
by Kis d direQtions in ril 3 7525. 2041 l is 10 
Executec in 57 $4: and 199 57 have been lald 


before your lotdſhips ; in all which Be calls 


N 85 Jad iy bis v ife, an make n A proviſie! on 

er in bar of 1 74 we in all which} bee 
joguilhes b etween e chitdjen, 
and th hoſe bo were not ſo-:. The clajman | 
Richard, and his children by Mes, Sim plop: and 
Glover, he expreſly ſly calls is natural children: ; 
and this noble. 167g and bis ſiſters be men- 


tions without that deſcription, | 


M from, t e time of this publick mar- 
the reputation, was; that the "noble 


© 


a 5 was legitimate, he was always fince 


| called lordAnneſley ;: and. was called ſo. at 1 
| by direction 


"the carl (as appears b 
teſtimony of L od. a witneſs for the claim- 


ant), ; was admitted free of. Wexford by that 


deſcription ; 3 Was called ſo 'by Mr. Tottenham 
himſelf | in a letter, written when be v was Look. 


ing out * tutor proper for this young no- 


bleman. ay Mr. F ielding, the, only | per- 
ſon who has 4 the reputation ſince the 
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publick marriage to the death of the late earl 


(as Fielding's teſtimony cannot, I think, re- 
ceive credit) the noble viſcount appea pears to 
have been univerſally called, conſidered, and 
treated as lord Anneſley, and is admitted to 


| have been educated as the ſon, who was to 


ſucceed his father in the enjoyment of the 


| honours and eſtate of the family. 


No- to conſider the teſtimony upon \ which 
the claimants ſay, the noble lard is'to be de- 
graded and declared illegitimate. ras | 

Firſt witneſs produced was Mr. Stopford <7 


Fielding, whoſe brother-in-law is married to 


one of the daughters, of Mrs. Simplon, and 
one of the promoters of the oppoſition given 
to lord Valentia. He lays, that five. or ſix 


years: before 1752 lord Angleſey aſked him, 


had he ſeen his new ſervice of plate; ; he ſaid, 


the had not; and lord Angleſey called Wor 
| J uly, and defired her to have the plate brought | 
Into the hall ; and then lord Angleſey” ſaid to 


Fielding, you ſee, I bave not put my creſt on it, 


for ! intend it for July, and ſaid nothing elſe. 


T his was a very curiqus exhibition of the 
plate to this gentleman for the purpoſe of 

telling him, that his creſt was not on it, and 
that he intended it for July: But ſuppoſe 


this true, it ſhews, that lord Angleſey conſi- 


dered this lady at that time as his wife, This 


plate did not conſiſt of a few tea-ſpoons, but 


Aa ſrvice 


witervice ef tüfer dosen fate and difides: 


te bis ſong! tot de was loath te aſk him; as 


22 rn YL 
a 
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This could not be proper or intehded?for 
© iftraſs,/ but wüs oper 10 be uled by n 


efeſt on the plate, when plate is intended as 
1 pfeſent to a wife, it il not uſuab to put the 
huldand's: cre} upon id that would be ra- 
ther u mark of its not being a preſent : there. 
fore this part of xhe witneſt 's tory! proves 


mm contrary, f What it was intended to 
prove. 


But now I come to take hotite of a 
moſt extraordinary” piebe of evidence! This 
22 ſays; that in 155% (ve years after 

pudlick mattiage; and when all the 
other witneſſes on both ſides admit the- noble 


viſdount was called lord  Anneſley by every 


body, and that: it wat the avowed intention 


of: / 6: late earl; that he ſhbuld be conſidered 


as his legitimate ſon; and he had ſo called him 
in his will) lord Angleſey” defired' the witneſs 
to aſk Mr. Stopford; if he would be guardian 


the ſon was a baſtard ; that the witnelß did 
aſk Mr. Stopford, and he ſald, he would; and 
made no objeQion! This witneſs having 


\ ſworn. in England, as lord Valentia's council 


were inſtjuRted, that it ſurpriſed him and 


Mr. Stopford, that Lord Angleſey ſhould call 


bis ſon a baſtard; he was 'aſked,” whether it 
tid not ſurpriſe him, when lord Angleſey 


; faid his ſon was a baſtard ? he anſwered, that 
it did not ſurpriſe him or Mr. Stopford. He 


was then aſked; what anſwer he gave to that 
queſtion in England; he anſwered; he could 
not tell. He was then ' aſked; whether he 
had anſwered it in the alflemarive or nega- 


tive ? he anſwered, he could not fayz which 
in effect was ſaying, he could not tell;'whe- 


thet he anſwered the queſtion truly or not in 
England; ſo that the improbability of this 
witnefs 's ſtory deſtroys it; and that pefſon 
ought not to be credited, who can't tell; whe- 
ther he ſwore the truth or not upon à for- 


mer examination. But if this tory ttue, as 


Mr, Stopferd out lived lord Angleſey, and 
had conſented, without any objection to be 


guardian to the ſon, why was he not appoint- 
ed / No reaſon aſſigned for his not being ap- 


pointed. This witneſs has ſaid, that Mr. 
Stopford, who was afterwards lord Courtown, 
died only two years ago, after the time lord 
Valentia took his ſeat in this houſe as the 


legitimate ſon of his father. Is it probable, 


that lord Courtownh would ſuffer a man, de- 
clared a baſtard by his father, to take a ſeat 


in this moſt” reſpectable houſe, of which he 
was himſelf a member, without mentioning 


edunteſs.' Av tothe not putting the haſbatid's 


+hix-dedlajativi af :the-fauhtoto-'any, perfor ? 
Fielding ſad, that lonÞOvirtawn: ahd he were 
informed ai the inquiry before the abterney 
and ſolicitor general as' to] the legitifhacyriof 
lord Valentia 3 and that he and land on 
tou wore then in the county of Wexford, 
and-gvery Jay-ſaw each otheti He was there 
upon aſked;-whether; during that time he bad 
taken notice of this: remarbahle moſſage to 
lord Couftown,. or | lard Cburtown had tuken 
notice.of::it/to Him He anſwered; that nel- 
ther of them had mentioned this matter to 
the othenʒ nor does he recolleqt, that he me- 
tioned this matter, till his examination in 
Englapd i; ſb that notwithſtanding: the con- 
nection hetween this witnoſt and the ſiſter of 
the prime engineer; Mrs, Duboisb this mate 
rial evidence:is kept ſoetet for abbve thirteen 
years. Miſe Batt ſays, that in ſpring 1968 
Mr. Bieltingi and his: father · in lav. went it 


| Roſs! to inquite into à material tranſaqtion, 


the time of lord Arigleſey's. landing from 
Wales : This was a year and a half before 
the laſt report of the attorney general of En- 
gland; yet Mr. Fielding made no affidavit on 
that octaſion. It is unaccountable, that he, 
who, as miſs Batt proved; was endeavouring ; 
to get evidence from others to ſerve the pur- 
poſe of Mrs. Dubois whoſe petition had been 
reſetred to the attorney general, ſhould con- 
ceal the evidenee; be could} himſelf give. 
Beſides this gentleman '/ddmits, that after 
this ſuppoſed declaration of the late earl, that 
his ſon was a baſtard, he 3 — 
the name of lord N | 1 une 
The next witneſs, I 
the only one 
produced by Mr. Anneſley of Ballyſax againſt 
the noble Viſcount. Notwithſtanding the 
concert between the agents for the different 


claimants againſt his lordſhip the contention 
between them was obſervable in one reſpect, 
who ſhould have the honour of calling Mr. 


Fielding and Mrs. Smally 3 and it was ſettled 
at laſt; that each of them ſhould call one. I 
will not repeat the incredible ſtories, this wo- 


man has related; as the counſel for Mr. An- 


neſley, who produced her, allow, ſhe ought 
not to receive credit. All, they wiſh, is, that 
her appearance may have no influence one 
way or the other: But there I muſt diffes;; ; 
they knew, that this woman had ſworn falſely | 


in England to ſeveral particulars, and thete for 
examined her only as to one of the matters, 
to which ſhe had been examined in England. 
The inſerence, I draw from the producing 
this woman, i is, no tw would produce a 
witneſs 


"ſhall 10 . 600 Gf 
Elizabeth Elton, or Smally, F 


— —— 


witnes, whom he had treaſon: to believe in- 
famous; but for the chance of {ſupporting a 
very deſperate enuſe ; he would hot reſort to 


teſtimony of ſuch a perſon, ifhe thought, 


he could: d6 without it. Where a Witneſs is 


produced to tell a falſe ſtory to impoſe on 


tice to declare, I do not believe, he was in 
the leaſt privy to the corruption of this 
woman: No, my lörds, her ſtories were 


probably framed in concert with the perſon, 


on whoſe letter ſhe: went to England; who ſet 
on foot and conducted the oppoſition given 
in England to the: claim of the noble lord, 
and whoſe huſband has appeared at. your 


dordſhips bar as an aſſiſtant in conducting 


; petitions againſt the noble lord. It was 


on the petition of Mrs: Dubois, that the ſe- 
[Acta of of reference: to the attorney ge- 
metal df England was made, and the reſe · 


rence to the houſe of lords there was had. 


She was the perſon, who; as I am inſtructed, 


impoſed on a noble baron of this kingdom 


to take a ge the oppoſition to my noble 


;clienit. | Mrs. Dubois was the perlonz who 
produced in 'Englapd- Mr. Fielding, Mrs. 


Smallys and Ruth. Coren, two of whom are 
. here”: What muſt your lordſhips 
think of Ruth Conen, when the agents for 


the claimants thought it more prudent to 


venture to produce Smally than to produce 


her. Any perſon; who had not attended the 
examination of the witneſſes on this trial, 


would imagine, I omitted taking notice of the 


material part of the teſtimony againſt the le- 


gitimacy of the noble viſcount; and that 1 
only took notice of that part of the teſtimony; 
that I need not have troubled myſelf about, 
as it condemned itſelf, and appeared impro£ 
ble on ihe ſtating it ; but the only witneſſes 
produced as againſt the legitimacy of the 
noble viſcount (beſides Mr. Lloyd, who ſaid 
nothing material) were thoſe, whoſe teſtimony 


J have taken notice of. If 1 have omitted 


any material parts of the teſtimony of their 
witneſſes, the gentlemen on anne os wil 
oy me in mind oft.. 

The counſel for Mr. John Annefley in 
tee on the evidence ſaid, he would begin 
with the caſe of Richard Anneſley ab the 
molt ſerious. Voür lordſbips recollect the 


manner, in which he treated this ſerious 


” 7 eu * &f 
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à court of juſtice, the general preſumption 
is that it is framed ih concert with the per 
ſon producing the witneſs, and: who: would 
endeavour to avail himſelf of that ſtory: but 

I Qmuſt da Mr. Anneſley of Ballyaa the juſ. | 


* 


caſe; 8 aked a wen ibn er. the Wit 
neſſts produced to ſupport:it, and did ind 


pra uce one witneſt againſſ it : But the wit» 


neſſes for the noble viſcount, whoſe caſe he 
makes light of, ate eroſs-examined: with the 
greateſteſtrictneſs. From, this ſpecimen, from 
What the learned couhell for John Anneſley 
ſet out with mentioning, your lordſhips 
might have formed ſome opinion, whether che 
gentleman: meant to be ſerious in his other 
obſervations. £4.42. ene eee 3141 g 

I wrilhbnow take abu of the remaining 


abjeties.: It was ſaid, that lady Angleſey 


between 1741 and 1752 ſigned receipts: and 
letters: by the name Juliuna Donvuan. I 
anſwerz that correſponds, with the intention 
to keep the marriage ſecret; nothing more 
is to be inſerred from thence, than that the 


marriage was. not made publick ; for if ſhe 


was to ſign Anglzſcy, that would diſcloſe the 
marriage. But it is ſaid that Charles Ka- 
vanagh is a witneſs to a receipt, ſigned by her 
in 19746 ; and it is aſked, why did he, if he 
knew of the marriage, witneſs a receipt; ſign- 
ed by her with her maiden name ? I anſwer, 
the receipt was given to James White, who 
was receiver to the earl; and alſo receiver to 


Charles Anneſley as to his chird: the per- 


ſon, who. calls another to witneſs a receipt; 
is generally the perſon, who takes the receipt. 
If Kavanagh had declined to witneſs the re- 
ceipt, a reaſon would be expected to be aſ- 
ſigned for his gefuſal ; and he could not re- 
fuſe. to witneſz that receipt without diſcloſing 

the - ſecret, But ſuppoſing. lady . 
had the choice of a witneſs, Kavanagh was 
the moſt eligible, as his teſtimony could not 


hurt her; for he would tell all, he knew, and 


6g, muſt prove her marriage. 

Another objection is, that bonds were taken | 
in her name; which could be only to ſecure 
a proviſion for her, leſt the-creditors of lord 
Angleſey. ſhould interfere. I. anſwer, ſhe 
ſwears, : that no bond was taken with her 
conſent or knowledge 3: that ſhe knew not of 
the bond of Francis Anneſley, till ſhe was 


called to ſign a receipt thereon; and there is 


no evidence, that contradicts her. It is ob- 
ſervablez that this bond, and the receipt upon 
which, Mr. Francis Annefley put ſuch a va- 
lue, have not been exhibited, leſt we ſhould 
know the witneſſes thereto, and might queſ- 


tion them, whether the bond was taken with 
her conſent or not. The probability is, that 


ſomething to defeat their purpoſe would ap- 
pear 807 0 OG of 8 een and re- 


ceipt. 


15 
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+ It. bs /aſked, Aby did lord Angleſey tale 
this dond in any other meme than his own? 
It is impoſfible ta account with certainty for 
every action of a very ſingular man; but 2 
yn conjeQure - may be — from 

has been done by others in the like caſes, 
N. Anneſley of Ballyſaa was his relation, 
and when be lent him this money, he might 
pretend, it belonged do another, that he might 
with a better grace, and without breaking 


wick a relation, preſs for it. It is not like 


lending money to a ſtranger. This I men- 
tion only as a ptobable conjecture. Your 
Jordſhips will judge, whether my conjectu ” 
or that of the council of John Anneſley; is 


more probable ; be ſuppoſes, that lord An- 


gleſey was in diſtreſs, and might mean to 
ſecure ſomething for her from his creditors, 
and therefore took | this bond in her name. 


This bond was taken in 1749 after the death 


of Charles Annefley, when, if the earl had 
no legitimate ſon; he had the abſolute do- 
minion Over the eſtate, -at leaft over two 
it for this lady; and if he had taken the 
bond in his own name; his creditors reals 
not get at it by any legal execution. 

It is next objected, that ſhe . a war 
rant of attorney to acknowledge ſatisfaction 
on the judgment obtained againſt Francis 
Anneſley; but the fact is not proved 3 they 
offered an affidavit, or 2 copy of an affidavit, 
of Mr. Ians to prove it, and T propoſed not 
to object to it, if they would not object to 
the reading another affidavit of Ians, or an 
affidavit of lord Loftus; and they then with - 
drew the affidavit; which they had offered, ſo 
that the fact is not proved: But if it was, 
nothing more is to be inferred from it, than 


from ber ſigning a receipt. There is no dif- 


warrant of attorney to acknowledge fſatisfac- 
tion on the judgment, and ſigning a receipt 


for the money. As to het ſigning a. diſ- 
charge for the debt (be it in either form; that 
of a warrant or a bare receipt) the only wir- 


neſſes as to that fact were lady Angleſey and 


Mr. Butler; and the account of each witneſs 


muſt be taken together, and not part of it 


taken, and the other part diſregarded. Lady | 
Angleſey ſays, ſhe refuſed to fign this receipt 
when required, as it was a receipt to be given 


to Mr. Anneſley of Ballyſax; who might 


make uſe of it againſt her; that Ians was 
ſent twice or thrice to prevail on her; that 
at laſt lord Angleſey went to her, and the 


was brought mack in tears; and in that eon- 


dition was made to fign it. Me. Butter meh 

tioned this: reluckance, the ſending , up Lans 
and then lord Arigleſty's going up, and brit | \ 
ing her down in tears; ang that as The u 
ſignlag it . the table, "ſhe" muttered the 
words, evidirtatiicnt. "Mr. Annefley's coun- 
fel would Fippoſe, her unealifieſk was bn ac- 


count of pitting with this bond; of Which | 


ſhe never Rad the poſſeſſion. If that was the 
eauſe of her tears, The would have mentioned 
it at the time; nothing could have hindert 


her from aſſigning i that cnuſe: She would - 
then have ſaid to lord Angleſey, give the 4 


band of your own for the like ſum; give me 
another ſocurity in the place of that of Fran- 


eis Angeſley: But nothing of that kind was 


ſaid, nor indeed is it to be conceived, that 
the eat] ſhould in this manner againſt het 
conſent diſpoſe of money; that he meant as 4 
proviſion for her, without giving an equivaZ 
lent. Mr. Butler, who was preſent at the 
tranſaction, and can form a bettet judgment 
as to the cauſe of her uneaſineſs than & per- 
ſon not preſent, ſays, it did not appear to 
him, nor did he believe, thit her relu@ance. 
was on account of her parting with the bond j 


her reluctanee muſt have proceeded from ſoie 
cuuſe, that ſhe. could* not mention befots. | 
Francis Anneſley or Mel Butler; her beta 
viour ſhews, ſhe — Tron 4 conſequente; 
which ſhe was not 'at-Tibarry to mention; 


that could be only on account of the mar- 


to diſoloſe. This part of the evidence is a 


ſtrong confirmation of the caſe ſtated for lord 
Valentia, and proved by lady Angleſey; 


& that thers| was un antecedetit marriage had 
e under an obligation of ſecrecy ;! her be- 


haviour on that n eaunot See 


be accoutited for. 2 
This leads me Fee nan another Aar 


vation, tllat lady Anglefey muſt be ſuppoſed 


to have had great influence over lord Angle- 
ſey, and to have directed his actions. That 
obſervation the council fot the claimants 
were often forced to recur to; but what 
happened at this time? his obliging her to 
ſign this diſeharge ſhews clearly the con- 
trary; but ac to improper influence, there is 
no'reafon to ſuppoſe it; he was allowed by 
all to be a man of ſtrong paſſions, directed 


only by his own will; —* he was ſo, ap- 


peared in many parts of this caſe. It is ſaid, ' 


that Mr. Butler was by her influence em- 
ployed to draw the will of £552 inſtead of 
Mr. Butler, tho in the 


houſe 55 wy Angleſey; ſays; he never 


Mark Whyte: 


ſ] pours 


riage, which flie was under an obligation not 
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* to her a ſingle word before the will was 
rawn, and mentions the. way, in Which he 
happened to be engaged in this will z and it 
does not appear, that lady Angleſey, had the 


leaſt ſhare in preparing or giving inſtructions 


Tor f it, But that Mr. Butler was. not an at- 
torney of this lady's chuſing, appears from 


her employing Mark Whyte after her huſ- 
and's death in the conduct of her ſon's af- 


fairs; and not employing Butler. in any. The 


4 of 1752 is mentioned as another in- 
ance of her inffuence; and it is ſaid; that 


| marriage was, had in order to qualify her to 


take a. jointure under the articles of 1737 3. 
anſwer, there is no evidence to ſupport. this 


obſervation 3; and that could not be the reaſon 


for the marriage of 1752 ; for in caſe of his 
dying. without legitimate iſſue, he had power 


over the whole eſtate, and there was no oe- 


caſion to take this method of making; A pro: 


| viſion for her. E C4728 


Another argument mentioned to ew hes 


influence i is, that the. laſt will is more bene- 


ficial to her than the firſt, which was in 17523 
by the will of 1752 he gave her a jointure 
of 10000, a year and all his perſonal eſtate 
for life; by the laſt he has not increaſed the 
jointure, but has given the perſonal eſtate to 
ber abſolutely; and that is the only difference, 


 tho'. there was a diſtance of ſeyen years be · 


tween the two wills, and he was in'a much 


better way of providing for a wife at the time 
of making the laſt will than ſeven; years be- 
| fore. And it ſeems an extraordinary reaſon 
to ſupport a charge. againft a wife of impro- | 


per influence over the huſband, that he in- 


creaſed his bounty. to her, as his property in- 
creaſed ; but that ſhe had not ſuch influence; 


appears from this, he had power to ap- 
point a jointure of 20001. a year, and never 


appointed more than 1000. a year, and ſhe 


never got him to PINE. an men: by ; 


deed. . 1 


1 3 N 3 that 1 3 
gleſey's letters to her are not produced; that 
is eaſily accounted for; the only times of ab- 

ſence were two, and thoſe a great many years 
before his death; the firſt was from the win 
ter of 1741 to Auguſt 1743, about à year 


and a half; at that time ſhe was very young, 


huſband,. as 


inen e manner 1 where den was . 


1 # 4 


the; uſe in preſetving thoſe Fridley; if bot di: 
rected 16 her as counteſs of Angleſey, and 
ſigned by him as huſband ? The other 
time of abſence was very ſhorty abbut five ot 
ſix weeks in the year 4946 z at all orhet 
times they were together, went conſtantly 
from. houſe to houſe. / The letters; wrote 
when: they were under 4 neceſſity to conceal 
the marriage; muſt be ſuppoſed to be writ 
ten with ſome caution: No uſe could be 
made ſor her of thoſe letters, and no impu- 


1 


tation lies againſt her for not keeping them. 
And conſidering her youth and the diſtance 


of time, it cannot be” ſuppoſed, ſhe ſhould 
haye kept letters, that did not on the face of 


them appear material to her. But if lord 


and lady Angleſey had agreed in 1752 to 
frame a ſtory of a prior marriage, he might 
eaſily have framed a ſet of letters to be producs 
ed after his death. | A. queſtion is aſked, why 
did ſbe;- if married, ſuffer Richard; a natuz 
ral ſon; to be brought to the houſe of Camo- 
lin? Many of the objections do not ap- 


pear to me as deſerving a ſerious anſwer : 


but this is a numerous aſſembly, and I know 
not, how any particular objection may ſtrike 
another perſon, that may appear light to 
me, which may make ſome impreſſion on the 
mind of another, and therefore I take notice 
of every objection. Richard was brought 
to Camolin from England by lord Angleſey; 
before ſhe knew any thing of the matter; 
when he was brought there, ſhe could not 
with Propriety | object to his entering the 
houſe, at a time when ſhe could not exert 
the authority of a wife. But ſuppoſing' ſhe 
was, the declared wife; it would be improper 
in her, who had been married without a for- 
tune; and under the circumſtances ſhe was 
married, to object to her huſband's bringing 
a boy of that age into the houſe: There Was 
no danger of contamination from the child. 

If indeed he had brought Ann Salkeld 
there, or if lady Angleſey's daughters were 
grown up, and he had brought grown up 
natural daughters to keep company with 
them, it would be extraordinary. An ob- 
ſervation of a different tendency is to be drawn , 
from this act of lord: Angleſey in bringing the 


boy of three years old; he brought him, but 
between, her age of ſeventeen and nineteen; 


ſhe admitted, he did not direct to the counteſs | 
of Angleſey, becauſe that would be diſcloſ- 
ing the ae he did not den himſelf 
the letters might get into the 
hands of another. She ſays, they were wrote 


did not bring any of the natural daughters, 
he left them all at Mill Hill. There could 
be no hurt in rearing a natural ſon for 2 
few years with his legitimate ſon, eſpecially 
as he intended to educate the natural ſon as 


a gentleman; and as to putting the two 


boys to the ſame ſchool; and their receiving 
| the 


e 


be lame treatment there; as neithsr of them fits, which the prelent lord derives under the 


was publickly acknowledged as legitimate, 
that both ſhould reteive apparently the ſame 
treatment at ſcho6l;/ was conſiſtint with lord 
Angleſey's ſcheme; till he publiekly at- 
. knowledged bis marriage; but from the time 
of publickly'; acknowledging. the marriage 
the treatment was different; lord Anneſley | 
was taken away and ſent to anothet place: 
The day: of kloſing the ; evidence! Mr. 
Kelly, counſel for Mr. John Anneſiey, 
- raiſed your lordſhips expectation to bear 
the next day (as he ſaid) a deciſive argument, 
ariſing from the articles of 17373 parturiunt 
monten. The next day came, and the learn- 
ed gentleman, who never omits à material 
obſervation for his clients; ſaid not àa word 
of thoſe articles in an argument of four hours. 
Upon conſideration of theſe articles the even- 


ing before he argued, I preſume; he perceived, 


that arguments might be drawn from them 
not favourable to his client; and therefore 
he prudently declined to make further men- 
tion df them. I ſuppoſe the uſe, the learned 
gentleman intended to have made of theſe 
articles, was, that it appeared thereby, that 
lord Angleſey, in caſe he had a 8 
ſon, had not power by his will 

diſpoſe of his whole eſtate; and from bis al. 
poſing of the whole eſtate the learned gentle- 


man would infer, that lord Angleſey con- 
ſidered himſelf. as not having a legitimate 


ſon. But mauy inſtances have been; where 
a father being ſeized of an eſtate, which he had 


a dominion over, and of a ſettled eſtate which 
his eldeſt ſon had a right to enjoy after the fa- 


ther's death independent of his will, 
has given the eſtate, which he had dominion 
over, to the eldeſt ſon, and deviſed the fettled 
eſtate to a younger ſon ; and the fettled ef- 
tate has been enjoyed under the-will ; for the 
rule of equity is, that one, who chuſes to 
take benefit by a. will, moſt abide by it in the 
Whole, Now here lord Angleſey notwith- 
ſtanding the articles, and his having a legi- 
timate ſon, had, dominion' over the Engliſh 
eſtate and the Camolin eſtate; and at leaſt 
apprehended, he had a right to the third of 
the eſtate, that was limited by the articles to 


Charles Anneſley; and he had power to 


charge the reſt of the eftate with a jointure 
of 2990 l. a year, and a ſum of 25000. for 
any purpoſes ; and the limitation of the eſtates 
by. the will is to the preſent lord for his life, 
with remainders in tail to his ſons ; and with 
very large powers tothe preſent lord to charge 
a joigture of 20004. a year for a wife, and 
200000. for younger children; and the bene 


- will;: exceed in value the difference between 
an eſtate tail in the ſettled part and an-eſ- 
tate for life therein, attended with ſuch powers 


as are given by the will and with remainders to 
His Ions in tail. 


But fee what an argument 
theſe articles furniſh for keeping the mar- 
riage ſecret during the life of Charles Anneſ- 
ley the Earl and Charles Annefley were 


made thereby each tenant for his life, if both 


died without iſſue male; remainder in fee bf 
two parts of the eſtate to the earl, and of 
the other third remainder in tail to the earl, 
with a 'remainder in fee to Charles Anheſley ; 

ſo. that as Charles had no iſſue; the car's ac- 
: knowledging a marriage with a fruitful wo- 
man muſt deſtroy his credit then but low 
as to borrowing money; and as to his con- 


duct in 1752 thoſe articles ſhew, that the 
acknowledgement of a legitimate ſon was 


againſt his own intereſt; it was ſetting up a 
bar to his dominion over tlie ſettled eſtate. 
This not a caſe; where an eſtate would go odt 
of the family, if there was not a legitimate 
ſon; for tho' the noble viſcount was illegiti- 
mate, his father could have deviſed the eſtate 
to him; ſo that the acknowledging of his 
o legitimacy could only operate to give him 
the title of honour-: and it cannot be ſup- 
poſed, that in order to give a title to one 
of two illegitimate ſons he would deprive 
himſelf of the power over a very conſiderable 
eftates:':. 12 | | 
It has been obſerved; that the Sede, 


of 175z was not ſigned by Neil. I anſwer; 


it was not accellary,; as 1 * ſigned the 
certificate of 174174. 

Some ee have kind made upon 
che wills of the late earl with intent to in- 
duce your lordſhips to believe, that he did 
conſider his ſon Arthur as illegitimate. I 
ſhall therefore ſtate the parts of them; which 
ſhew the reverſe. By the will of May x7 525 
made ſix months before the fecond marriage, 
he deviſes to his wife, Juliana Donovan'coun- 
teſs of Angleſey, 1600. a year, and his perſo- 
nal eſtate for life; and after her death among 
his children by her, in lieu of dower and 
thirds, He takes notice of his daughters by 
Simpſon and Glover, and calls them 3 
daughters ;. and deviſes a remainder in his eſ- 
tate to Richard by the deſcription of his 
natural fon Richard, by Mrs. Salkeld; but the 
deviſe to the preſent lord is by deſcription of 
his ſon Arthur without the addition of na- 
tural 3 and the ſiſters of the preſent lord are 
alſo named without that k edition; ſo that 

he 


( 162 ) 


he plainly diſtinguiſhed f in the deſcription; of 


his children between the legitimate and il- 
legitithate ; and that he conſidered the ſiſters 
of the preſent lord as legitimate (one of 


whom is elder than the preſent lord) further 
- appears by his limiting a temainder in his 
real eſtate to them and their heirs male, they 


taking the name of Annefley, and thi family 


arms. But it is ſaid, he directs his ſon Ar- 
thur to follow the profeſſion of the law; and 
that the ſon could not in purſuance of the 
will follow that profeſſion, as the will was 


not to take place till after his father's death, 


and then he would be earl of Angleſey, and 


a judge in the higheſt court of juſtice, The 
words of the will have been miſtaken : 


he does not direct his ſon to follow the pro- 


feſſion of the law, but deſires, that he may be 
entered in the temple; and recommends to the 


guardians to educate him in à learned way, and | 


to apply him to the fludy of the law. He could 
not mean, if there was a peerage, that a 
ſon, who was to be in poſſeſſion of 50001. 'a 
year, ſhould get an addition to his income, 
by practiſing at the bar; he meant only, 


that his ſon ſhould ſtudy the laws of his coun- 


try as part of his learning and education: 
which, I ſubmit to your lordſhips better judg- 
ment, is a proper ſtudy for every young 
man, who is to inherit fuch an eftate, as it 
muſt make him more able to ſerve his coun- 
try, let him have the honour of a ſeat in ei- 


ther houſe of parliament, and was the more 


proper for a perſon, who was to fit as a judge 
in the higheſt court of judicature. It was 'a 
more-reaſonable direction for the education 
of a young noble man than to fend him to 
travel to Italy. But this deſire, that his ſon 
ſhould endeavour to know more law, than he 


did himſelf, was natural in the earl, who had 
ſuffered by his ignorance of the law: who, 

on account of that ignorance had entered into 
an agreement with Charles Anneſley, by 
which he gave up a third part of his eſtate: 


It is a common ſaying, that à burnt perſon 
dreads the fire. This nobleman had felt the 
fire, and wiſhed to keep his ſon out of it. 
He had actually loſt'a third of his eſtate by 
his ignorance of the law, and wiſhed, his ſon 
ſhould not be brought up in the ſame igho- 


krauce. He might learn much at the temple, | 
and could receive no injury by reading law 


there. He does not direct, that this fon ſhould 
be called to the bar; words frequent in wills, 
when law is intended as a profeſſion to be 


followed for a livelyhood; But this obſer- 


vation came naturally into the mind of the 


married in 1741 


learned gentleman, who has made To much 
money by the reading law]; he thought no 
man ſhould read it but for the Tame lucra- 
tive purpoſe. If the obſervation means any 
thing, it is to ſbew by this ſtrange conſtruc- 
tion, that lord Angleſey at the time of mak- 
ing this will did not conſider the preſent lord 
as legitimate, Can any perſon, who reads the 
will, doubt, that at the time of making it 


be meant, that the preſent lord and his ſiſters 


ſhould be conſidered as legitimate, and their 
mother as his wiſe? He calls the mother 
his wife, and no other marriage before that 
time is alledged than that in 17414 

Another obſervation was made fm theſs 1 


words in the will of April 1959, „ Whereas 


before my--marriage-with my ſaid wife 1 
© had ſeveral natural children by different 
< women, during the time of my being ſeparate 
« from my firſt wife, Ann Prufl, that is to 
* ſay, by Mrs. Simpſon Dorothea Anneſley, 
Caroline Anneſley, and Elizabeth Annef- 
ley; and by Mrs. Ann Salkeld I had one 
* natural ſon called Richard Anneſley ; 
© and by Mary Glover I had one natural 
daughter named Ann Anneſley.“ And it 
was ſaid, that by theſe words it appears, the 
earl confidered his ſon Richard as born be- 
fore the marriage with the preſent 80 i 
teſs; and as Richard was born in 1743, he 

could not confider himſelf as having been 
Now it appears, that the 
words in the firft part of this clauſe, before 
my. marriage with my preſent wife, are con- 
fined by the words during my ſeparation from 
Ann Prufty and he meant here to refer only 
to children born during the ſeparation ; which 
ſeparation ended by her death in Auguſt 17413 
he therefore could not mean, that he had 
Richard during the ſeparation : but in the firſt 
part of this clauſe he takes notice, that he 
had ſeveral natural children by different wo- 
men during his living ſeparate from his firſt 
wifez and he enumerates ſuch of them, as 
were living at making the will, and there 
that part of the clauſe ends. And then he 
recites, that by Ann Salkeld he had a ſon 
Richard, which recital is not connected with 
the former, but has the verb had belonging 
to it diſtinctly. But if there was reaſon to 
doubt as to the teſtator's meaning in this 
clauſe taken ſingly, the other parts of the 
will ſhew clearly, that he conſidered Rich- 
ard as born after his marriage with the pre- 
ſent lady; for he expreſsly reeites in the ſame 
will, that ſince his. marriage with her he 
had en, n by her; and names the 


preſent 


tm). 


. preſent lord and his ſiſters, one of whom, 
dw... way boy before Richard Au. 
Ni * 

; 1 permit me to 1 Habe one obſervation 
upon part of this will. The earl deviſes to the 
preſent lord the eſtate, and, if he ſhould 
have andther ſon by the preſents lady, be- 
queaths him but 50000. fo that upon the ſup- 
poſition of the noble viſcount's being illegiti- 
mate, the father muſt be ſuppoſed to intend 
to cut out the ſuture ſon, unqueſtionably le- 


gitimate, and who would be intitled to the 


honours, from fo. much of the eſtate ay he 
could deprive him of, and. to Ok it to an * 
legitimate ſon. 

The laſt obſcrration- Was from the deter- 
mination of the lords of Great Britain. I 
admit, that if the evidence before that very 
_ reſpeRable houſe and before your lordſhips 
was exactly the ſame, if you were to pro- 
nounce judgment on the ſame ſtate of evi- 

dence, their determination ought to have 
great weight, thaugh it ought not to con- 
clude. Your lordſhips fit here as on a jury, 
are to declare your opinion according to 
your own judgments and upon your own 
honours; and if you happen to differ in 
opinion with others, you are to follow your 
own. The difference in numbers there 
was ſmall ; on which ſide the difference in 
the weight of the opinions was, I ſliall not 
preſume to ſay. But there is a moſt material 
difference between the evidence in England 
and here; there was a contrariety of evidence 
as to the names Nixon Donovan and Charles 
Kavanagh, ſigned to the certificate, being of 
their hand writings. Here there is none; 
for all the witneſſes, who have been here ex- 
amined as to their hand writings, agree in 
ſaying, they believe the names to be of 
their reſpective hand writings: not one has 
ſaid the contrary: it was otherwiſe there. 
Here has been a moſt material and uncontro- 
verted piece of evidence, ſtrongly corrobo- 
rating the teſtimony of lady Angleſey that 
% Neil came over in the yatch, landed at Roß 
e with lord Angleſey, and went with him to Ca- 
< molin in September 1741 ;” and there has not 
been any attempt to account for lord An- 
gleſey's bringing Neil to Camoliq at that time 
-but in order to marry him to Miſs Dono- 
van. Three witneſſes were produced thero, 
| Sally, Fielding, and Ruth Coxen; there 
Smally the principal did not contradift her- 
ſelf; here her teſtimony is given up. Indeed 
Fielding's teſtimony appeared equally impro- 
bable W as it does here. Nuth Coxen is 


made to account for the not producing her; 
and from the not producing Coxen (who 
muſt be ſuppoſed to be in their power, as 
they have not accounted for ber abſence) it 
appears, that the gentlemen concerned for 
the claimants thought, ſhe was leſs likely to 
gain credit even than Smally., Here alſo 
very material evidence has been given by 
gentlemen, of acknowledged integrity and 
property, Mr. Simon ' Kavanagh and Mr. 
Butler, who were not produced in England: 
The great difference between the evidence 
appearing to your lordſhips, and that laid be- 
fore the lords of Great Britain, ſhews the 
danger of trying facts out of the kingdom; 
where they happen; when the trial is in ano- 
ther country, where the characters of witnei- 
ſes are not known, and where perſons to 
contradiẽt tutored witneſſes cannot have 
timely natice to attend, nor can attend with- 
out difficulty, there is an encouragement to 
attempt an impgſition ; and I am not with- 
out hopes, that the lords, who have been 
impoſed on by witneſſes; the principal of 
whom is acknowledged to be infamous, will 
wiſh for an opportunity to reconſider. the 
mefits of this caſey and from their known in- 
tegrity, and the ſuperior underſtandings af 
ſome of their lordſhips, I am perſuaded, that 
if the evidence Mall | appear to them in the 
light, it now appears ta your lordſhips, any 
opinion, they formed on à different ſtate af 
evidence, will not occaſion the leaſt difficul- 
ty to their pronouncing on further informa- 


tion in favour: of the noble viſcount's title 


to the Engliſh honours, which he claimed, 

It has been, ſaid by Mr. Kelly, that the 
teceipt ſigned Juliana Donoyan was not be- 
fore the lords of Great Britain; but tho' it 
was not, there was evidence of the fame im- 
port and equally ſtrong 1 far lady Angleſey 


acknowledged, that after the marriage of 1741 


ſhe had figned | receipts and letters by her 
maiden name; this was the only piece of evi- 
dence. produced here againſt the title of the 
noble nent that did not appeꝝr in meer. 

1 20 wort 
eds a6 the ed on u e af the 
ab viſcount are clear and conſiſtent, no 
material part of their evidence, that I regol- 
lect, denied by any witneſs who deſerves 
credit, I cannot doubt of your lordſbips 
p y r in fauour of the noble viſcount. 
1 ſhould nat take notice of the evidence 
giret as to the ſuppoſed marriage of. the late 
eat} with Ann Selkeld, if that marriage 
” i might 
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night fot be tlentibaed_ ad u GredniBdtc&$ - withour' che Teaft vorhin given by tlie 


ſhew . the improbability of a marriage the 
year before; for ſuppoſing that lord Angleſey 
married Ann Salkeld in 1942, that cannot 
affect the title of the noble lord, if his mo- 
ther was married in 1741. And tho' it is 
very improbable, that 'a man of a regular 
life ſhould marry à ſecond wife living the 
firſt, the improbability ceaſes, when the 
irregular and immoral way of life of lord 
Angleſey is confeſſed on all ſides, and when 


it is conſidered; that he had done the like' be- 


fore in the life time of Ann Pruſt; but leaſt 
the ſuppoſition of a marriage with Ann Salkeld 


ſhould have any effect upon the eaſe of my 


client, it is tny duty to take notice of the 
ſtory of the pretended marriage, which ap- 
pears to be a fiction, attempted to be realiſ- 
ed by improbable ſwearing | without ex Cir- 
cumſtance to corroborate it. © 92 


Two marriages are pretended to bh had | 


between the earl and Ann Salkeld, the one 


in May, the other in Abguſt 1742. No 


evidence has been attempted of the marriage 
in May, tho' ſaid to be ſolemnized at Keith's 
Chappel, May Fair: but to prove the other 
two women are produced, Catherine Buntin 
and Elizabeth Knight: not to repeat par- 
ticulars, they ſwear to an accidental perforin- 
ance of à ceremony at the earl's houſe in Lon- 
don immediately after dinner, before the ladies 
roſe from table; tho? ſeveral are pretended to 
have been preſent, none of them are living 
but the two witneſſes: no account is given 
of the ſuppoſed clergyman, or of what coun- 
try he was, or that ſuch a clergyman exiſted, 
| fave by the two women, who ſay, they be⸗ 
lieve; his name was Goold; and Mr. Pa- 
trick Kavanagh, who was very intimate with 
the earl and in his family, ſays, he never 
heard of a clergyman of the name of Goold. 
The pretended occaſion of the marriage is, 
that the earl was pleaſed at the ihoughts of 
his having a ſon; Mri Hay ſaid, he thought, 
he would be tired of it by that time; the 
earl ſaid, he would do it over again the next 
day; and-Hay ſaid, he might do it as well 
then. How his bragging that his wife was 
with child ſhould lead to a ſecond marriage 
four. months after a' formary is difficult to be 
cohceived, and no reaſon is aſſigned for it. 
This marriage it ſaid to be publick, March 
1742-3} Richard Anneſley born, and great 
rejoicings aid: to have been at his birth; 
the mother and child are ſaid to have been 
introduced to all companies; whether ladies or 
not; ſo ſaid Elinor Fetherſtow after all this, 
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mother, or any quarrel between her . the 


earl, he leaves London in Auguſt 1743, 


takes away the coach and ſervants, leaves an 
one horſe chaiſe, and a man called major 


Carrington is to hire a ſervant for her; the 
mother and child are ſent to Mill hill (nine or 
ten miles from London) and the child is after- 
wards removed to Carrington's; at Mill Hill 
the company provided for this acknowledged 
wife are four natural daughters of the huf- 
band, three of them by Simpſon, and the 


other by Glover; and they all meſſed toge- 


ther in this ſmall houſe; (a moſt ſudden 
change to this counteſs from a reſidence in 
Bond Street, attended by a coach and fix.) 


July 1746 the earl goes to London to attend 


the trial of the rebel lords: This ſuppoſed 
wife, as her ſiſter ſays, was then in London 
with the ſiſter and fiſter's huſband, who in- 
troduced her to the intimacy of the earl; and 
it does not appear, that the earl ſaw her while 
he was this time in London; on the contra- 
ry, it is admitted, there was no cohabitation 
after Auguſt 1743, nor is any reaſon aſſigned 
by theſe witneſſes for their not cohabiting 


afterwards. The earl brings the child to 


Ireland, the pretended wife is left behind, 
neither habitation pretended to be got or pro- 


viſion made for her; ſhe lives till 1749 with- 


out going to the ſuppoſed huſband:; nor does 
it appear, that there was TE" MRP 
between them nigh 5 

The child is brought as ee to Ire- 
hain and his own witneſſes, Mr. Totten- 


ham and others, admit, that from his being 
brought to Iteland he was reputed by every 


body to be illegitimate. In the year 1772, 
twenty three years after the death of his 


mother, and eleven years after his father's 


death, after a- conteſt for many years about 
the title of Valentia, with which the preſent 
claimant: Richard was acquainted from the 
commencement of it, and after offering to 
make ian affidavit to ſupport the claim of the 
noble viſcount, à marriage is firſt ſet up as 
had between the earl and the mother of 
Richard, and he then for the firſt time d 
tends to be legitimate. i een 

It is not pretended, that Richard "wy not 
early .information'sf his mother j on the oon 
trary he Was called fome times by her name; 
and he is deſcribed in the earl's will es his 
ſon by Ann Salkeld; and it was notorious, 
who his mother was. Catherine Buntin, his 
aunt, attempts to account for not diſcloſing 
to Richard the marriage of his mother by 
ſaying, 
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ſaying, that | ſhe did not "ill two years: ago 
know, that he was living, tho' ſhe made in- 
quiries, and applied (as ſhe. ſays), ſeven or 
eight years ago to Mr, Hippeſley to inquire 
about him. Here I. muſt obſerve, that the 
family of this witneſs's huſband reſided in 
the county of Wexford; that ſhe had a bro- 
ther-in-law and nephews there; who were 
tenants. to the Angleſey family; ſhe admits, 
ſhe knew of the reſidenoe and great property 
of that family in the county of Wexford z 
and ſays, ſhe had wrote to the late earl in that 


county. The earl, had alſo a conſiderable 


eſtate in England. Why, did not this wit- 
neſs write to her huſband's brother or ne- 
phews ? Why not. apply to ſome of the 
tenants of the Engliſh, eſtate? Why not 
inquire from ſome of the Iriſh lodgers at her 
friend Mrs. Knight's houſe, where ſhe con- 


ſtantly viſited? Why only apply to Mr. 


Hippeſley, a perſon. not acquainted. in the 
county of Wexford? And tho* ſhe appli- 
ed to him (as ſhe ſays) ſeven or eight years 


ago to inquire, ſhe does not ſay, ſhe, aps 
plied to him to know the reſult of the in- 
quiry; and Hippeſley is not produced. She 


admits, the diſcovered two or three years ago, 


that ber nephew Richard was living, and 
that ſhe had long before heard, of: the father's 


death; why. did ſhe not diſcloſe this matter 
ait lat July ? The ſtory is framed in this 


manner by her in order to account for his 
not claiming the peerage of Angleſey, . while 


the inquiry concerning that peerage depended 
before the lords of Great Britain. 


Catherine Buntin has contradicted her 
ſelf moſt materially, and appears to haye in- 
vented the ſtory, ſhe would impoſe. upon your 
lordſhips ; ſhe ſet out with ſaying, that Mr. 
Salkeld, a merchant. of. .credit, bad three 


daughters, that one of them (the witneſs) 


was, married to. captain Hay, a gentleman of 
credit, with whom the carl, was intimate; 
that Hay introduced the earl into Mr. SORT 
family, that they dined there. very often, and 
that the earl had firſt fern. Mi ifs Ann a at 
her father”s s at dinner 3 " that regular. propoſals 
were made. fr 74 for. the daughter” s conſent, and 
then to the. father, and. rejected by the father. 


All this appears to be a rank falſchood ; for 


on the croſs examination this women "hd, 


that Hay was married to her in 1740 without 
her father $ knowledge; that he ſent ber i in 


that year to the North to prevent the mar- 


riage, that ſhe returned March, 17412, and 
then confeſſed the marriage 1% her father, ang 
e, 0 not he i in his houſe ; 3 nor did Hay 
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after bis marriage viſit at all at ber father * 
and then ſhe varried the. ſtory „and ſaid, the 


the earl introduced himſelf; jk Mrs. Knight 


ſ: lays, that none of the daughters lived at that 
time at | Salkels hauſe.; that they had been be 
fore that time ſent out 1 his. houſe with their 
mother, and that Mrs. Buntin told her. e 
and ſays, that Ann Salkeld lodged with her 
before het marriage. This Catherine Buntia 


in the, year 1743 ſet; up a carriage in or- 


der to paſs for a. woman of condition, 


and deceive ſhopkeepers, , in a, ſcheme. of 


cheating whom ſhe engaged her younget 
ſiſter, and they were detected and arreſted. 


On her croſe examination in order to conceal = 
the cauſe of the arreſt ſhe ſwore, that her fa- 


ther had her arreſted in order to try, whether 
ſhe. was married or not. This very im- 
probable, that her father two years after her 
cohabitation with Hay, and after ſhe had told 
him of the marriage, ſhould arreſt her in order 
to try, whether ſhe was married; but what 
falſifies this account of hers, is; that it ap- 
pears. by Mrs. Knight's teſtimony, that her 
young unmarried ſiſter was arreſted at the ſame 


time. Was it poſſible; that the father would ar- | 


reſt the one ſiſter, that he might know, whether 


the other was married? This witneſs (Catha- 


rine Buntin) on her ireQ; examination re- 
preſented herſelf as im the confidence of her 
father; ſo that he communicated to her the 
propoſal made by the earl for her ſiſter; but 
on her croſs examination to account for. the 
arreſt ſhe ſaid, that at the time of her ſiſter's 
marriage her manner of living with Hay was 


diſplealing.to, her father ſo as, afterwards ta 


pro / oke the arreſt, . She bayigg repreſented 
her huſband, the ſuppofed captain, as a per- 
ſon i in eredit and good. circumſtances, and A 


— EE. 


de, Cullen, who, happened to attend. at 
the begiriniog,of this trial, an remembered 


Mr. Hay, was called, and ſaid, it was im- 
poſible, | be could have been a lieutenant cola. 


nel in the Pruflian ſervice 3 and, that he had 


been turned out of a French regiment, where 
he was à cadet 3 And it appears by the teſti- 
mony of colonel Cullen, Mr. Maſterſon, 
and Mr. Talbott, that May wag in moſt di- 
ſtreſſed circumſtances, and of very bad cha- 
radter ; 10 and that the reputation of his family 
was, that he married a caſt- off miſtreſs. * 
Beſides the improbability of. this. ſtory, and 
the manifeſt perjury appearing in the teſti 


mony of Catherine Buntin, the principal 


witneſs produced . to ſupport it, there is this 
further circumſtance ſuſficient to prevent its 
receiving 
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neckeing any credit; that it is not proved, 
that any of the three witneſſes produced by 
this adventurer in the ſpace of near thirty 
years mentioned this ſuppoſed ver = 
able tranſaction to any perſon till lately, As 


to Catherine Buntin, it moſt materially con- 
cerned her nephew; it intitled him to very 


great hohouts in Great Britain and Ireland, 
and to great property in both kingdoms z* and 


if ſhe was above expecting any pecuniafy ad- 


vantage by the difcovery, natural affection 
would have urged her to it; and if this lady 
was not remarkably averſe to talking, and as 


free from vanity,” ſhe would have indulged 


herſelf in ſpeakin; of her ſiſter the coititeſs, 
or her nephew an rſh yviſcount _y an TR 
of Great Britain. 

Elizabeth Knight converked with aur of 


Sid kingdom, had fet them lodgings from 


time to time; her ſiſter was married to a gen- 
tleman who lived many years here, and yet 
no ptoof that ſhe mentioned this matter to 
any perſon: She poſitively ſwore, that foe in- 
juired from Mr. Carmichad about lord A- 
tham {for that is the title, thefe witneſſes ſay, 
that Richard was called by) but Mr. Car- 


michael ſays, fhe never mentioned lord Altham 
to km. Mr. Sibthorp, who had lodged at 


het houſe; Hkewiſe fays, the tiever nienitioned 


bord Nitham to hin,” This wotam ſuys, ſhe 


wis never in the eurf'b company bat the day 


ef the mäfriage; and that at this ſe- 
nous ceremony de 'fwore ſo much, that 


the did not go agiin to his houſe, She 
faid at one time, the did not know any 
of Mrs. Hay's family, "till ſhe went to lodge 
with her in July 1742 3 and in another part 
of” ber teſtimony fad, that Ann Salkeld 
Jodged with ber before her marriage. 


many years (ever ſince the earl's death) in 
one f che principal families of Ireland; 
rend an account of the late earl's death, heard 


vf che conteſt for the title of Angleſey, and 
| Her maſter Was one of the peer of Great 


Britain 3 wer me Had been teu eight years 

180 derne chat Richard was Tiving, 
Mite did not, lll che night before ſhe was to 
Yo Weeds Wahl In the frmify, that ſhe 
Yittfſed' 0rd Alam; this fllenee remarkable 


zn a nürfe, aid che tore [o as Nichard was 


the only child, Thea matſed*; If fe conſi- 


ddered him s inftidled to an earldom” and great 


"eſtate, fie Would have talked of and in- 


At 9 nt "creditable to tay; "The nurſed a 


iti! WW) N 
2 


As to 
"ſays," he had Ned 


daſtard, | This wotnan ſays, that the eat), 
who was preparing to ſet out for Ireland, 
brought two gentlemen to the nurſery to ſee 
his ſon and heir; and defired them to ſay, 
they had ſeen him ; yet it is not pretended, 
that the earl mentioned this to any of his re- 
lations, or to any perſon in Ireland: She 
could deſctibe their cloaths very particularly 
at a diſtance of twenty nine years, and yet 
cannot tell the name of either of the gentle- 
men. She ſays, that all the family at Mill- 
hill (the miſs Simpſons as well as the others) 


called Ann Salkeld by the title of lady An- 


gleſey, which was acknowledging themſelves 
to be baſtards z and this at a time, when it 
id notorious, they aſſumed the title of ladies, 
and their mother that of counteſs of Angle- 
fey, But her depoſition, as well as thoſe of 
Catharine Buntin and Elizabeth Knight, are 
filled with ſuch improbabilities, that it would 
be waſting time to take notice of all of them. 
One capital blunder che framer of the ſtory 
has committed by giving the title of lord 
Altham to the claimant inſtead of lord An- 


nefley; which appears to be the title, by 


which the eldeſt fon of the earls of A ngleſey . 
has been always called : Probably this blunder 


us occaſioned by looking into James Landy's 
ſtory, and obſerving thereby, that the late earl 


was called lord Altham, before he was eatl of 
Angleſey, without confidering that the late 
eatl's father was not ear! of Angleſey. 


The improbability (next to impoſſibility) 


of the principal part of the Rory, thoſe women 


are produced to fupport, is ſufficient to con- 


demn it: This marriage is repreſented as a 


murriage not intended to be kept fecret ; that 
he acknowledged it to every body ; brought 
perſons to ſee his fon and heir, and defired 
them to publiſh it: If this was true, all the 
family would have heard it, the counteſs 
would be vifited by the relations on both 
ſides: but it does not appear, that one of the 
family heard it, Mrs. Blake, a relation of 
the family (produced by Mr. John Anneſley 

to prove his pedigree) heard of the marriages 
with miſs Pruſt, mit Simplon, and miſs Do- 

novan, but of nb other marriage of the earl: 


The earl's only lifter (lady Haverſham) wa« 


in London, and it is not pretended, that ſhe 
or her hufband or any relation of the earl, 
or any” perſon of conſideration, viſited this 
fady; the nurſe” acknowledged, that ſhe nei- 


ther my or received viſits. 
lates for Him" but If ſhe ronfidered him as 


#ſ|egir=ate, cher filence is accotirite@ for; for 


It eis incredible, that if lord Angle co 


biditel publickly, frem May 1742 to Auguſt 


1743 with a woman as lady Angleſey in 
| ndon, 


London, at a time when from the heating of 
His Affairs he muſt have hid frequent inter- 


coburſe with bis relations, and with perſons of (one made whi 
J buſineſs, and many others from Ireland, chat 


not one perſon can be Pound, who Katy of _ 
"this wife, heard of the rejoicings on. the birth | 
"of the ſon, or heard of this lord Altham, It 
is not to be conceived, but that many perſons | 
of Ireland, who were then in London, tho 
not connected with the earl, muſt have heard | 
it; and if they heard of this marriage, it 
would have made animpreſſion on their minds 


on account of the former publick cohabita- 


tion With another.. 

Mr. Patrick Kavanagh, who. went with 
the earl to London in 1746, lodged. in, the 
ſame houſe with him while in London (from 
the 20th of July to the 19th of Auguſt) ge- 
nerally dined with him, and returned wich 
him to Ireland, ſays, that the earl never men- 
tioned to him, that he had a wife in Lon- 
don; nor did he hear, that any woman in 
England claimed a marriage with him; nor 
"vid he hear, that any woman viſited the earl 
at his lodgings ; nor did he hear of this child 
by Ann Salkeld *till two or three days be- 
fore his leaving London, when he beard, that 
à child, which the earl had by one Salkeld, * 
wis to go to Ireland with him. He fays, 


that Mr. Green, n hew to the earl (the pre- 


tended ſponſor of 


child) ſaid, the child 


was by a woman, whom the earl had kept i 12 . 


London, and that ſhe was at Mill-hill. 

ſays, ſhe was then called Mrs. Salkeld, and 
that he conſidered. the child as 2 baſtard; 3 
and, that tho' the child was on the road, at 
the time the earl and the witneſs were, the 
ear] did not introduce the child to bim, or 
mention him to the witneſs. He fays, Mr. 
Green lived with the earl in the county of 
Wexford 'till his death; * and yet it is not 
pretended, that any perſon heard Mr. Green 
ſpeak of this marriage, or of bis being DX 
ſor to this child; if he had, the repu Ation 
of his illegirimacy would not have been uni- 
verſal, as it is ee to have deen int this 
kingdom. 1 

Alſo the e declarations and ſolemn 
acts of the father bear teſtimony qgainlt the 
legitimacy of this claimant ; theſe gre evi- 
dence of great weight in caſes of legitimacy, 
It cannot be believed, that a father would 
endeavour to the laſt moment of his life to 
baſtardize his legitimate fon : a ſon that be 
appears to have had fondneſs for by bringing 
him to Ireland ; ſeparating him from the mo- 
ther ; by the care of his education, and by 
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the * of 300“. a a Fear: made for him jn 


one of his wills ; 3,and yet in the ſeveral wills 
e claimant was but pipe 


years, old) he calls him bis natural ſon. 

. 'Belides the claimant Richard's own a as, 

is letters to lady Hayerſham, in Which be 
conſiders bimſelf as [illegirimare, teſtify moſt 
Krongly againſt him. Mrs. Buntin ſays, 
"the informed him of the marriage of his 
mother in July laſt ; ſince that (23d. No- 
vember 1771) he e the legacy of 


10001. bequeathed to him by the deſcription 


ol natural ſon, and no een upon him 
is pretended: This ſhews, he did not, believe 
the ſtory, ſuppoſing it was framed ſo long 
5 '# beſides he afterwards ſolicits for, and 

the 24th of January laſt ; accepted, a leaſe 
from the noble viſcount of part of the eſtate, 
to which this claimant wy. xatitled, if he was 
ſelf or r his attornty. In a few days. after he 
applied to lord Valentia for another leaſe ; 
and upon his lordſhip's 8 ſaying he could not 
grant it without adviſing, Richard expreſſed 
reſentment ; and the way, he takes of ſhew- 
ing it, is by claiming a right t to the title and 
eſtate of his bene factor. "Us 


If ſuch a an a as this _ to . | 


no man, whoſe fa 1 r or elder brother was 
in London, could be ſecure i in title or eſtate; - 
the greater the property, . the leſs ſecure, it 


would be, as the ; temptation, to impoſe would | 
be the greater. It would, not be very dif- 
ficult to Set the ſiſter of A girl, picked up in 
St. James 8 Park, and a friend of hers to 
ſwear to a marriage : | but ſuch ſwearing, 


not corroborated by other evidence, ſhould 


not gain credit, tho oppaſed only by the de- 
claration of the father: Here, beſides the 


br f appearing on the face of the 
ſtory, it is alſo 


oppoſed by the univerſal re- 
putation for thirty years, and by the acts 
and acknowledgments of the claimant bim- 
ſelf, at times when, Ignorance of the evi- 


dence, he now goes on, cannot be pretended. 


1 cannot conclude obſerving on the Caſe. of 


the claimant Richard without taking notice 


of an ungenerous ſuggeſtion, that he had 
receiyed 1 improper treatment from lady An- 
gleſey ; ; the contrary of which appears by the 
teſtimony of lady Angleſey, by that of Mr. 
Peree, and by his own letters. She always 
ſhewed the greateſt diſpoſition to ſerve. him; 
when he offended his father, ſhe endeavoured 
to reconcile the father to him; and when he 
ran away from R. %,, ipſtead of ſuffering. him 
to be ROW to the 13 rs likely to attend 

a perſon 
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a petfbti of fs age, without money or any 
"relacion to apply to, ſhe brought him «4 
Roſs out of the road of danger, and put him 
in the way of reconciliation to his father. 

I ſhall beg your lordſhips permiſſion to 
take à few obfervations upon the caſe of the 
noble viſcoutit, and to ſhew, that the preſent 
attempt of the , claimant John Anneſley 
| Hould not receive the leaſt ccuntetance. 


viſcount has been brought up and educated 
as the ſon to _erjoy the titles and eftates of 
his father; that he was addreſſed in the life- 


time of his father "as the heir apparent to 


thoſe titles, and called lord Anneſley, by ſe- 


veral of the witneſſes now produced to de- 


prive him of thoſe honours ; that his legi- 


timacy has been acknowledged by the moſt 


ſolemn acts of his father, when he was ſet- 
tling his affairs, and providing for the event 
of going into another world ; alſo acknow- 
ledged by the father during his laſt ſickneſs, 
and when he was _-_ the briok of eter- 
ni 

"Pa rule of we civil law and of reaſon 
is, that the treatment by the father of ano- 
ther as his-ſon puts the perſon ſo treated in 
the place of a ſon ; and that all preſuniptions 
are to be in favout of the legitimacy of that 
ſon I6 acknowledged. But the declarations 
and treatment of the father ought in the 
pete caſe to have Hill 9775 an ; 


. 
fore the 18e Lt" treatment of 


the parents is the great evidence, every man 


Has to depend on for his legitimacy, What 
difotders muſt there: be in ſociety, what in- 
Juſtice” to individuals, if children, acknow- 
ledged and treated by a father as legitimate, 


ate after the death of the father to be de- 


clated illegitimate and degraded, becauſe at 
a diſtance of thirty-one years ſo full proof 
of the matriage of their parents cannot be 
given, as if the inquiry. had been recent. 
But this reaſoning ſtronger againſt the 
daimant John Anneſley, by whoſe wilful 
zcüſeſeence the noble viſcount has loſt. the 
benefit of the teſtimony of many perſons, 
whoſe affidavits were laid before the attorney 
and ſolicitor genera), and to the reading 


| which afidavits he now objects; ; Mr. Fitz- | 
rald, 'whs took the inſtruckions for the 


vill of May 1, 7523 "Ford Loftus, and Mr. 
Gamble, as to adit of lord An gleſey, 


have ſince died. 16 Mr. John Anneſley 


> wu" your lordſhips with. 


before that time; Mr. fans, Mr. Kya, Mr. 
Stringer, Mr. Devereux, and Mr, Batt, all 
made affidavits upon that reference, and 


had 
purſued his claim, and an order of reference 


to your lordſhips had been made ' ſoon after 


the report of the attorney and ſolicitor gene 


tal, all theſe gentlemen might have been ex- 


. atmified before your Iordſhips; and lord Loftus 
It is admitted on Al ſides, that the noble 


could from his ſeat have convinced your lord- 
ſhips of the right of the noble viſcount to the 


honours in queſtion : But Mr. John Anneſley, 


inſtead of endeavouring to obtain an order of 
reference to your lordſhips, ſubmitted to the 
opinions of the attorney and ſolicitor general 
and the noble viſcount without further op- 
poſition took his ſeat among your lordſhips, 

After this dereliction of the claim of Mr, 
John Annefley the noble viſcount, being in 


poſſeſfon of a ſeat in this houſe, married a 


lady of noble family in another kingdom, by 
whom he has iſſue ; and at a diſtance of ſe- 
veral years Mr. John Anneſley thinks pro- 
per to revive the claim, which he had aban- 
doned, and would have, your lordſhips, now 
determine in favour of it, and again ſt the 
right of the noble viſcount to the ſeat which 


you haye admitted him to, and conſequent] 


to the prejudice of the lady and her children, 
who during the time of this dereliction be- 
came as Purchaſers of the privileges, which 
the wife and children of A Viſcount are inti- 5 


tled . 


One other obſervations only 1 ſhall = 
Lord Angleſey 
lived nine years after the marriage of 1752, 
and during that time the noble viſcount was 
publickly conſidered as legitimate, and as 
the perſon who was to ſucceed his father in 
the enjoyment of the bonours in queſtion. 
'This not Icke caſes, which have bappened, 
be" legitimacy bot declared 'till after the 
paints death; here notice and time were 
523 to the funily of Ballyſax to inquire 
into the legitimacy i in the life of the father, 
if they intended to controvert it: And it ap- 
pears. by the declaration in the year 1750 of 
the then Mr. Anneſley of Ballyſax, to Mr, 
Butler, that even at. Kats time he was ap- 
prehenfive, of tlie preſent counteſs $ claim of 
marriage, and had it 

to prepare againſt it, ang for, that purpoſe 
ſolicited | the receipt "Ol * ber e 


name. 
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* 8 the deten of Mr, Arbor An 
neſley's claim: to the honours of viſ- 
count: Valentia is built on the late earl of 
Angleſey's dying without iſſue. male, it is 


unneceſſary for me to make any obſervation 


upon the evidence of the fitting lord, or 
Richard Anneſley, who claim to be the ſons 
of the late earl. | 
I will therefore conf myſelf + to 4 
tions upon the evidence on the part of Joba 
and Arthur Anneſley, 

The evidence'for John (from what I could 
collect from his counſel) appears rather ne- 
gative than poſitive. The weakneſs of the 
other claimants is his only ſtrength. The 


evidence given by him was "confined 0 the 


reputation of the family, which is the loweſt 
kind of evidence; and our books [ Gi. Law 
of Evid. 110.] with great propriety ſay, one 
aMrmiative witneſs countervails many nega- 
tive, for they may be both true. This rule of 
evidence is 4 in wiſdom and juſtice; for 


give me leave to conſider, howreputation is pick - 


ed up; moſtly in cbnverſation and company, 

where no perſon preſent may be intereſted to 
contradict it, and queſtions may be given up 
through complaiſance and a variety of other 


motives; and therefore'I conclude; that the 


reputation of che faini'y has no weight againſt 
poſitive evidence.” Has John produced any 
evidence to ſhew, that one of this family, 
or one even of the ſueceſſive earls of Angle- 
ſey; has acknowledged the Ballyſax as the 
ſecond bfaneh of this noble famiiy ? He has 
not. It has been ſaid, that Mr. Anneſley 
of Ballyſax, ſuppoſing that his ſon was one 
day to inherit the late earl's honours, ap- 
_ plied to bim touching the education of his 
ſon: What was the earl's anſwer ? Did he 
admit, his family was next in ſucceſſion? No: 
his wrt: was, I have a ſon of my td 


* 


Ic come now to make fome "I brite 
upon the evidence on the part of Arthur my 
client. Our firſt witneſs was Mr. ro 
Anneſley, who proved much more fully, than 
could be expected after 130 years, that the 


claimant Arthur is lineally deſcended from 


Robert the ſecond ſon of Sir Francis, firſt 
lord Valentia, and that this branch of the 
family have been acknowledged relations by 
the earls John, James, and Arthur, Tſucceſ- 
ſively, and by earl Richard, as an older branch 


than the Kildare or Ballyſar family, Tis 
not wonderful, that this branch; down, dif- 


perſed, and in obſcurity, was little known in 


the other branches of this noble family; the 


wonder is, that it was known at all. As I am 


inſtructed, the cſttangement betwern this 


and the firſt branch could be well accounted 
for, if the time would have permitted it, 

Tune memorandum, proved by Philip An- 
nelley to be the hand-writing of the clai- 


mant's father, is very remarkable: it was 
written on a' ſcrap a paper, which ſhews, 
there could have been no deſign in the writer, 


oy it ſhould ever appear at your lordſhip's 
It is 20th of April 166x (the very 


— the Angleſey patent bears date) William 
ſon of James, fon of William, ſon of Ro- 
bert, ſon of Sir Francis," and brother to Ar- 
thur firſt earl of Angleſey: If this had been 
a forgery, Robert would have been called 


ſecond ſon of lord Valentia, and his calling 


him brother of the firſt lord Angleſey is a 
much, as if he had ad next Wee of the 


firſt earl of Angleſey. | 
The letter, proved to be the al. eg 


of the' ſame perſon, ſhews the attention given 
to the rank, they held in this noble family; 
and being written to his eldeſt ſon Arthur 
the preſent claimant, then in London, it 


ſhews, he looked upon bith as intimately con- 


cerned in the tranſeQions of the firſt brafich ; 
and it lke wiſe dercguntd for the father's abd | 


Arthur's 
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rank in the family, and that this claim is no 


new matter or point lately, ſarted; * 25 that 
they have been all along oh the watc 


have had the honours of the family'in view. 
This is the caſe, we made and proved. And 
I ſubmit it; that it was all, that was incumbent | 


on us to prove: and, my lords, I humbly 


apprehend, that nothing , leſs than Mr. An- 
neſley of Ballyſax's proving, © that Robert 
actually died yo iſſue male, can Wb g 


our title. 8 s ©2240; ber ri n an am 0 
x I Shall take up ng _ your: lordthip's 


_ time but conclude. with obſerving to your 
lordſhjps, that Mr. Arthur Anneſley Was 
under e putting in his claim to 


theſe honours, as 4 claim was put in by a 
younger branch; and aſſuring your lordſhips, 
that nothing but the ſtrongeſt perſuaſion of 


right in his claim (as far as it went) could 


have preyailed upon him to have given your 


lordſhips this trouble: and, that if it had not 
been for the moſt diſadyantageous cireumſtan- 
ces; he, would have been otherwiſe ee 


in ane and at _ MERA mw. 


Me a. the, petitioner. Jon . of 


£ 
br. e * y eee $0650 $6447 Ps 1 


on n i Is 


on this important ſubject intended to ſhow 
a kindneſs to the gentlemen of the bar, as 


well as by every method to promote the in- 
voſtigation of truth; but it ia a favour I al- 
moſt, tremble; to accept, of, It is a fotmida- 
ble thing to ſpeak before this aſſembly, and 
upon this ſubject: before an aſſembly which 


conſtitutes | the great hereditary eouncil of 


the realm, and on a ſubject, which concerns 
no leſs than the pure tranſmiſſion of that great 
inheritance: ' It; ischowever ſome. encourage 
ment, that I ſpeak., on that fide of the queſ- 


tion, Which ſe e tq guard the peerage of 
my country from being contaminated by a 
ſpurious ſucerflion z and I perſuade myſelf, 


at this noble body will not be leſs delicate, 
whom they admit to ſit amongſt them, than 
the nobility of any _ Wien whatlo-. 


ver. 1 Ghei 1 44 11-2713 


1 vil begin wih dhe fe of the noble 0 
ing lord. I am willing to pay this, perhaps 


this, laſt, tribute to his * and the 
441K 


61 80 ) 
1 
Arthur's lying by fromm the death of the late 
lord Angleſey to the preſent time. 
The three women, we examined, alſo fully 


prove the attention of this brapith to their It is acknbwledged, that the preſent lady 


rather 8 his n ſeemed to bs 4 


little jealous, that Mr, Kelly did not pay 
him the ſame compliment. 


Angleſey was married to lord Angleſey ſome 


ime, in 1752; but it was neceſſary to go 
*Rnker back ; and accordingly ſome attempt 
has been made to eſtabliſh a marriage in 1741. 
; That a man married in 1752 ſhould have 


n married to the ſame woman x1 years be- 
fore, and that during the greateſt part of that 
period a ſecret of that nature ſhould never 


ſo much as ſteal ito a whiſper, is of itſelf 
incredible: They have reſorted to invention 


to account for it. They have deen obliged | 


to prop the falling fabrick, but have done it 
ſo Inlufficiently. as to be indeed a plain in- 


dication of its weakneſs without in any de- 
gree contributing to its ſupport. An Eng 
liſh earl, and, what in my mind is much more, 

an Iriſh viſcount, is to ſeek a btide from the 
loweſt of the people. To give this ſome 
colour the lady was introduced to your lord- 


ſhips in the dreſs of a heroine; poſſeſſed of 


every perſonal charm ; but it unluckily 
turns out, that thoſe charms had been ſur- 
rendered at diſcretion, before the ſuppoſed ca- 


 Pitulation arrived. 80 unequal a marriage is 


of itſelf improbable ; but that it ſhould ap- 


pen, after the uſual temptation was gone, is 


altogether inetedible. The very counſel for 


the ſitting lord have treated it as a novel; 
1 the caſoof Pamela has been cited by the learn- 
Al e ee your. lordſhips1i in 

. ' condeſcending, to hear the junibr counſel 


ed ſerjeant out of Fielding's reports: a ſtory, 
which even as a novel has been condemn- 


ed. for the improbability of the fiction, is the 


only caſe, that can be ſound to equal the pre- 


ſent in extravagance. But there is another 


manner, in which they endeavour to account 
for this prepoſterous marriage. It ſeems, the 


the lady was with child; that lord Angle- 


ſey wanted an heir 3 Was of a time of life, 
when he could not be certain of an increaſe 
of his family, and therefore was glad of an 
opportunity of having an heir ready made to 
his hand. If lord Angleſey was not likely 
to have children, I know hot, Who could be 
ſo. Quæ regio in terris noſtri non plena la- 
boris? Ws there a; cbuntry in the world, 
chat did not teem with, his progeny ? Could 
he then find ho heir, but one that he knew 
was unlawfully begotten, and that muſt all 
his life be ſubject to the reproach of illegi- 
timaey? But your lordſhips are told, that 
lord Angleſey began to repent of his treat- 
ment of this lady, and was to MAE: her by 
way: of 5 Da but co one 

part 


+ 1 181 1 


| part of. the. gentlemen's arguments FAY" ano- 
ther; At one moment this is the ctuel lord 
Angleſey, who ſought after the blood of James 
Landy; the next moment. (as it ſer ves to 
carry on the fable), he i is ſo full of the milk of 
human. kindneſs as in A, pure fpicit of com- 
punction to marry this young, lady meerly 
to make | der reparation for her loſt, innocence, 
The gentlemen, tell your lordſhips, there are 
Teveral inſtagces of this kind: It has never 
een my fate to heat of ſuch an inſtance, I 
de not ſay, that there are not men, who mar- 
1 * a great diſparity of fortune; or that 
2 ever married a woman, whom he bad 
ore poſſeſſed; but if ever this does happen. 
101 is. not ſo ſoon after the intimacy : it is, 
when, ſhe. has long ſtudied his temper z be- 
come miſtreſs of his frailties ; and rendered 
herſelf neceſſary to his convenience as ** as 
pleaſu fe. 
Thus the ſtory. ſets out 4 it 4 not mend 
by the way. Vour lordſhips are. told, that 
this very extraordinary marriage was never 


f heard of for ſix years, after it took place; | 


then, indeed a dancing maſter found it out. 
No. other witneſs mentions it till 1748. 
A, young woman in a mean and, mortiſying 
tuation, (98. more mcih becauſe it 
| ls from the bar of an . to be the 
tide of an earl; and for eleven years ſhe 
never once mentions this extraordinary re- 
verſe of fortune to any human being, tho 
her mother and brother are in the houſe with 
her. That any woman ſhould thus long 
keep a ſecret, ſo ruinous to her reputation, 
is to the laſt degree improbable. But that 
4 gicl of ſixteen, thus ſurpriſed with good 
fortune and giddy with elevation, ſhould. 
never in the levity of youth, in the pride of 
advancement, in the zeal of juſtification, in 
the tenderneſs of filial piety, . that ſhe ſhould, 
never have been hurried into a diſcovery, that 
| ſhe ſhould never have ſatisfied the doubtgiof 
a. jealous brother, or poured . her ſecret into 
the boſom of. an anxious parent, is an in- 
ſtance, I believe, no where to be equalled, 
unleſs Pamela, perhaps, may have furniſhed. 
the learned gentleman with the wonderful ex- 
ample. But ſuppoſing her capable of this 
wonderful exertion, where- was the might 


motive to it? It is ſaid, lord Angleſey's in- 


| tereſt was not to have it devulged: But how 


the merey of ord Augleleys and, bound ty 
obey his injunction of ſecrecy. Obſerve Pa. 

contradiction of argument here again ; theſe 
very ſame gentlemen argued in another part 
of the caſe, that theſe; articles were void; if 
ſo, every argument drawn from thoſe articles 
falls to the ground. But it hes appeared to 
your, lordſhips, that lord Angleſey had other 
lands of conſiderable. value, that certainly 


were not under ſettlement : then was it. not 


wiſer for her to publiſh her marriage, and take 


her right of dower: out of thoſe lands, then 


to depend on. the caprice of ſo whimſical a 
mortal? But her peace, her fame, was to 
be the certain ſacrifice ; every day, ſhe delayed 
to prove the marriage; threw inſuperable dif- 
ficultiey in the way of proving it at all; and 
the very reaſons, that are mentioned as his 
motives for concealing the match, ought to 
| have been her motiyes for divulging itz for 
what are thoſe reaſons ? There were many 
and powerful of his friends ayerſe to his mar 
12 75 chat is, there were many perſons wil⸗ 
ing and likely, if any opportunity was given, 
to controvert this marriage. Was it not then 
the more incumbent on her to put it out of 
the power of controyerſy ? Her intereſt clearly 
was to divulge her marriage. But we ars 
told, it was an attachment to the intereſt of 
her "bolband, that induced her to ſeereey. 
Are we then to ſuppoſe, that ſhe was in 
love with the old earl? His age, his cha- 
racter, his conduct, every thing, cr ies out a- 
gainſt the ſuppoſition. Or was it a motive 
of duty? But à few months before this 
lady 1 had not. reſolution to reſiſt his lordſhip's 
temptations; Did ſhe then on the ſudden 
become ſuch a convert to conſtancy, ſo ſe- 
vere in her firmneſs, as from a motive of 
duty merely not only to forego. her new dig- 
nity, but even to abandon her own reputa- 
tion and the hopes of her children? We 
muſt reſort. to another novel to equal this 
checquered heroiſm : ſuch, conſtaney with. 
ſuch, frailty can only be equalled by the 
ſtory of Eloiſe, and can be gloſſed oyer only | 
by the elegant pen of a Rouſſeau; or the 
tongue of my. more elegant friend. 
So far only of that period of the fahle, 
when the marriage is to be fuppoſed an in- 
tire ſecret; it is to open by degrees. It is 
agreed by all the witneſſes, there was, a time, 
that it was to tranſpire. Mr. Maſterſon tells 


was her intereſt, how was her character, affec- you, that in 1749 lord Angleſey told it to 

him in the preſence of two others; and in 

1750 called her Ar Angleſey to the. , 
„„ 


ted ? It is ſaid, indeed, that ſhe. could not 


be intitled to dower by reaſon of the ar- 


Tie of 1737, that therefore, ſhe was at. 


m. 44.4 


Mies to his marti 


mirror of unneceflary 


year.” dee how totally this evidence fot. the 
noble bord deſtroys bs eaſe. For eleven 
years ford Angleſey delayed to eſtabliſh the 
peace and honour of bm family, or to authen - 
ticate thut marriage; Which; had it ever hap! 


. perjed{he mot have been impatient to au. 


thenticate.” endeavour to account'for 
it by raying)' tht till ent thouſand ſeven' hun- 
Wed hm fifty" two, he Tn not divulge it for 
rent ef Mr. Arnet and yet they 45 
vivulge it in 1745. Muſt not lord Angleſe) 
kh], thit the very perſons, who were ene 


hear fach a report?” Then is it credible, he 
ſhould run the B ef a diſcovery with- 
out at the lame time "taking the brnefit of 
it by authenticating his marriage and pro- 
Uueing che certificate? But who can blame 
him for not producing a certificate, before it 
was fabricated; or evidence before it Was 
made? One Päreipar motive aſſigned for 


the” ldy's ſecrecy was; that ſhe was under 


an engagement to lord Angleſey not to di- 


vulge the marriage t but when he diſcloſed 


it himſelf, was not ſhe abfolved? And when 
abſolved, would the not have been impatient to 


| Have been at once raiſed'to nobility and reſtor- 


ed to reputation f ould he not have ainxioul- 


ly told her marriage to every being, the con- 


verſed with, and eagerly produced the deci- 
five certificate ? The matter was already di- 


vülged ; how then could ſhe perſiſt in 


this'ruinous ſiletice ? But ſuppoſing her this 


In the knowledge of went Aeon and of Neil. 


| Rayanagh was fo perpetually intoxicated, 
that they would have you believe, he could 
not write his name twice the ſame way, And 


conſidering the exploits of Mr. Nell on 


Holy-rood day, "your Jordſhips will ink, 


diſcretion was not his beſt talent. bu 
Thave thus far obſer ved on the itnprobability 
of the outline of the ftory, and I hope, I have 


not tranſgrefſed the limits of ſpeaking to evi- 


dener. Mr. Lock mentions, as a principal 


ground of probability, the conformity of a 
matter with the'ob{trvation and experience of 
the petſon who is to give ctedit to it. Your | 
lordſhips then are tò tonſtder, whether it is con- 
formable to your experience and obſervation, | 
that an earl ſhould-marry à girl from the bar 
_ of an ale houſe,” and that aftet the” uſual. 


tempfatiofi was gone; und that 2 fecrer of 
this importance mould remain in ſuch Hands 


eleven years; in the hands of a drunkard, of 


„and of a woman called upon by 


age; would be'the firſt to 


ſecrecy, this affair was 


(182) „„ 


| Vervants] and did not zütend it for 'a fecret that 


wer intereſt, every fralley; dnd every vitud 
to divulge it. I was going to ſay, that Mr. 
Locke mentions two grounds of probability; 
the firſt is conformity to bur own obſerva. 
tion and experience; the ſecond the teſti. 

mony of others; and he conſiders the firſt ſo 
much as the principal as to ſay, that the 
credit of the moſt untaſtited witneſs will hard- 
1y find belief, where it is contrary to one's 
own experience and obſer vation This war- 


rants me at leaſt to ſay; that if any witneſs 


” dught to gain eredit for a ſtory ſo improbable 


as the preſent, it ſhould ſurely be one above 
every objection to his credit. The only 
, witneſs here is lady Angleſey | 3 it matters yotz 
how much I reſpeC this lady perſonally ; as 
an advocate I know no body. Objections have 
been made tb her teſtimony ; and how have 
they been anſwered ?' An apology has been 
made by her friends; which I, as her oppo-= 
ſite, would not have ſtated. Her charac- 
ter, ſay her advocates, is out of the queſtion j | 
for ſhe had forfeited that at all events befo 
the marriage in 1741. This is her defence; 
otherwiſe T ſhould never have mentiond' it; 
They ſeek to eftabliſh her credit on the ruin 
of her reputation, and would ſhew, that the | 
cannot break one commandment, - by all 
ing that ſhe has broken another. But if there 
is any weight in the apology, that has been 
made for the frailty of her condu&, her cha- 
raſter is materially intereſted in the event of 
this queſtion, What was that apology ? 
that this frailty was a flip of unguarded youth, 
of unſuſpeQting innocence. But is there no 
difference between that ſudden flip and eleven 
years perſeverance ? It is a part of the caſe, 
that I had rather, your lordſhips ſhould con- 
ceive, than I ſhould enlarge upon. But ſhe 
comes to be a witneſs for her ſon ; and the 
controverſy for that ſon is between a ſplendid 
title of honour” and the opprobrious brand of 
illegitimacy and reproach ; a reproach | de- 
rived from her: is ſhe then that witneſs a- 
bove all objection, whoſe ſingle teſtimony 
mould be believed in the teeth of credibility, | 
and who ſhould eſtabliſh a ſtory on. the verge 
of impoſſibility itſelf? If not, it will only 
remain to conſider, whether there are any 
circumſtances to ſupply the defect; they have 
attempted to prove ſome ſuch circumſtances, 
and by that attempt have admitted the neceſſity 
of ſuch proof.” They have endeavoured to 
ſhew a correſpondence | of perſons, time, and 
place; let us fee how they ſucceed. Fe . 
firſt effort is, to ſhew that lord Angleſt | 
at Camolin in September 1741 z Miſt R 
| 225 fem, 


; 6563) 


tygars, not to the ſeeing him theteh ot ia be 
ſeeing him at all; ſhe ſays, ſhe is now. on 
de verge of forty 3 but perfectly. reeplleſts, 
that When ſhe was a child of ele ven ycars ol 
the was on board a ſhip; which. ſhip ſhe 
remembers very particularly z the 1e had 
been on board ſeveral z. and how Fog par- 
.ticulan convexſation on board that ſhip, tho 
the does not recallect any converſation, that 
ever happened on board any other ſhip, 
She: ſays, indeed, ſhe . recolle&ts it from, a 


bogk of, her farker s, in which hock, ſhe 


admits, there is no entry or memorandum 
of, any buch converſation. See to what fuſe 
picious evidence they have reſorted. to prove 
A matter eaſily capable (if true) of the cleareſt 
proof. If lord Angleſey, was really at Ca- 
moin at that time, there could be ho diff, 
culty in finding petſons of credit, that had 
ſeen him there; but they are not produced, 
and it is not difficult to aſſign the reaſon : If 
they were produced, they, muſt have told you, 
at leaſt, that neither. Nixon. Donovan nor 
Mr. Neil were at Camolin at that time. And 
this, I think, ſufficiently, appears from the 

nner, in which they endeavour to prove, 
that they were there. As to Donovanz one 
man only was produced; and his , evidence 


bim from Athy teuardt that. part of the-coun+ 
In Is it any proof of his being at Camolin, 


that he was ſeen to walk towards that point 


of. che compaſs? Then as to the proof of 


| Neil's being there; did no man meet him at 
lord. Angleſey's table? Or can no man be 
found. to remember a man of ſo many emi - 


s ſaid, appeared indeed to two miſerable illi- 
terate country felloms, in 2 ſtrange garb, 
vith a band and black coat: You might get 
better proof of an apparitition in any vil- 
lage in the country; If this had been the 


have found him in the Act of eating, or of 
drinking at leaſt: No, my lords, this could 
never have been the dancing, drinking, merry - 
making certificate- Making Neil. Four lord- 
ſhips will obſerve, that lord Angleſey i is ſup · 
poſed to have landed the fifth, and to have 
gone that day to Camolin: The marriage is 

not pretended itil the fifteenthi ; they muſt 
have been there ten days. In that interyal 
there was a remarkable hunting- match, and 
an entertainment given by lord Angleſey, to 
the whole neighbourhood. Was young Do- 
novan abſent from the hunt ? or truſty 
Neil from the banquet } or were they, invir 
ſible on that memorable day, that no human 


the proxing Mr. Neil, 


was, that he walked part of the, way wi; h 


nent qualifications ? None. Something, it 


real; bodily, Neil, ſome one would certainly 


being appears to have ſeen 8 1 is ag, 


molin e 


4 $) 


with, lord ig a deciſive cirr 


cumſtance 4 : be Pre) x wank, him for nothing 


but do be married by. him, Beſides th 
this. j is not proved, was. there no other but . 
neſs, which lord Angleſey, .could employ 
perſon of ſo ſupple and ſq, yarious: a ne} 
He might. want him to: pray for. him, or 
danee for, him, to be. married, by him, or 1 
kick him down ſtairs, 3 88. Oceaſion might re- 
quire. But ſuppoſing all theſe circumſtances 
they would nat have been conclyfive : 


r e 
hey would only ſhew,. that the authors of 


this fable had not been ſo very abſurd as to 


lay the ſcene; at a time, when the actots wer 


abſent; but. the. defect of the eyidence ins 


to baye gone to Ca- 


- 


duces the ſtrongeſt ſuſpicion, that theſe per- 


ſons were not at the time and Packs. this cer- 
tificate bears date: 

I have mentioned ſomething of the te. 
clarations of lord Angleſey, not as part 


of the evidence, but only to ſhew- an incon- 


ſiſtency with the Rory, told. Now to con; 


ſider, what weight, they ought to have as. 
evidence. Wherever a man has told one un- 


truth, what, be-ſays on anothet occaſion, will 
gain no credit at all. He exhibited a ſeries 


ol unttuths by his declarations as to Mrs, 
Sicipſon. Do you belicye, from thoſe de- 


clarations, that Mrs. Simpſon was his wife; 


for you bave bis detlarations much more 
ſtrong to proye, ſhe was his wife, than that 


ts. Dongvan was, I will confider bis wills 
as declaratians: They have, ald, they are in⸗ 
titled to credit, 7 4 they are as of un- 
uſual, ſolemnity. Bus there was a ſettlement 


proved by Mr. Colthurtt, where. he gave tl- 


tles to = daug hters, of Simplon; Does no 
this ſhew "_ capable of making the mofl 
ſolemti declarations in order to give a falſe 
gloſs of titles and legitimacy to the fayourit 
of the hour, ?. But if they, were to be We 
to, perhaps there. ne 852 were ſuch ſtrange de- 
clarations before. One was a declaration. to 


Mr. Edkins, who bad lord Valentia under his 


tuition, . A week after he had been introdu- 
ced into his care, lord A ngleſey faid, 
my lawful ſon... It is Fi... he had been com- 


mitted to the care of his tutor under another 


character, or there would have been no need 
for this extfagrdinary declaration. He then 
tells Mr, Eſmond, be could do nothing for 
Simpſon, far, now he had got a wife, that 
he was, determined te lech That heed. is 3 
dangerous. word, and implies here, that he 


might keep her, or not, at his electi ion. Bu ut 
it is ſuppoſed in argument, that he made 
favourable 
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d duelle ann on bis death-bed; and 
That he could not continue an impoſition at 
that awful time. If that was true, Ho fraud 
would ever outfive the contriver of it. But 
ſurely if eber there was a caſe, in which it 


would be excuſable to continue a fraud on 


a deatk- bed, it is the preſent. Fou are told 
of his Jordſhip's compunction towards this 
lady, whotn'he had ſeduced, at à tine When 
he was not perhaps ſo chpable of intipreffions 
of that kind: But on # death-bed that com- 


punction was natural indeed; now was the 


time to make reſtitution. to the woman; whom 


he had betrayed. There was no way, in 


Which he could do it {6 effeckually, as by at 
once repalrirly her character and legitimating 
her child, | However, to put an end to this 
part of the caſe; this argument 'is founded 


on his declarations on his death-bed : but 


unluckily there is no evidence of any ſuch 


declarations. Edkins ſays; he ſpoke f her 


and the children “ in the ſame manner as 
ze before,” that is, * with the ſame degree 
re of affection and regard.” Such looſe words 
cannot be conſtrued to amount to declarations 
'of legitimacy. | He was a witneſs willing e- 
tough, and yet was nöt aſked further, © But 
it is hid, his declarations ought to have 


weight, becauſe if he legitimated his fon; he 


t him between himſelf and the dominion of 


bis eſtate, and therefore ſpeaks in thoſe decla- 


rations againſt his own intereſt, It appeats, 
' that he had the eſtate in England and the 
eſtate of Camolin intirely in his on domi- 
nion, and a power to charge 250000. for any 
purpoſe on his other eſtates. Was it poflible 
to wiſh for a more ample power? Such a pal- 
try dominion is not Tufficient to counteraRt 
the deſire of tranſmitting his honours to a le- 
Litimate ſon. But if you reſort to'a debtor 
and creditor. account, he was a gainer by e- 
ſtabliſhing the legitimacy of his fon ; be- 
cauſe if he had riot a legitimate ſon, one 
third, of his eſtate was to go out of his fa- 
| milly; ; and; at all events, he was actuated, 
if not by ititereſt, at leaſt by that pride of 
tranſmitting his titles 'thro' another ſelf to 
poſtetity, which could not be gratified by il- 
legitimate iſſue, For theſe reaſons every de- 
claration of his, that goes to favour the pre- 
ſent lord's legitimacy, is to be laid out of the 
_ caſe as intereſted and ſuſpicious 3 and fot the 
ſame reaſons every declaration on the other 
ſide is intitled to the utmoſt credit. See then, 
how ſtrong and how expteſs thoſe adverſe de- 
clarations are. He declared to Stopford Field- 
ing, that his ſon was a baſtard, This appears 
to Jive been wrung from him by a fear, that 


/ 


" tata) 


Mr. Stopford would wht accept the yuactha 
ip. It is objeQed as an inconſiſtency in 
Mr. Fielding's evidence, that tho” he ſays, 
Mr, Stopford was willing to have aeceptell 
the guardianſhip yet lord Angleſey did not 
appoint - him guardian; but this is eaſily ac- 
counted for: Lord 'Anigleſey would not ap- 
point him guardian, becauſe on the firſt in- 
troduction of his ſon he would not take no · 
tice of him. Now this declaration of lord 
Arigleſey's ſhould have the greater weight, 
becauſe it was hot only againſt the general 
intereſt of lord Angleſey, but againſt the very 
point he had in contemplation at that time, 
the prevailing on Mr; Stopford to take the 
guardianſhip of his fon. If ſolemn declara- 
tions in wills are to have weight, look at the 


will, where he recites, that before bis intermar- 


if: 


Faye with lady Angleſey he had ſeveral chil: 


dren by different women, and Richard Salkeld 
among the number. Richard Salkeld was 
born in 1743, and before the matriage of lady 
Angleſey : Her marriage then could not be 
in 17413 but they endeavoured to account 
for this upon a point of grammatical con- 
ſtruction, for that the ſentence is to be di- 
vided into two parts. If you put on the 
ſpectacles of the law (tho to common eyes 
it would appear but one) it ſeems, you muſt 
divide the fentence, and flop after reciting 
the children by Simpſon: but he ſays, he had 


children by different women, which can not 


apply to Simpſon only. It is ſaid, the phraſe 


is changed, that inſtead of going on “ and 


«© by Mrs Salkeld he fays I had a fon 
* Ann Salkeld.“ If the phraſe, uſed in 
ſpeaking of Richard, ſhews, he was not born 


till after the marriage, how comes the ſame 


phraſe to be uſed as to Ann Glover, Who 
was certainly born before the marriage? But 
it is ſaid, here are the words, « during my 

« ſeparation from Ann Pruſt: In Which Red 


will the leaſt violence be done to conſtruction? 


by making that ſignify ſince my ſeparation; or 
by dividing: the anden and applying d,. 
2 ferent women to one woman only? But 
it is ſaid, every part of the will muſt be taken 
together; that he has ſaid in another part; 
theſe children were had ſince his marriage 3 
and therefore you muſt not take his word, 
when he tells you, he had them before his 
marriage. If there is any inconſiſtency in 
the evidence of a witneſs, you do not endea- 
vour to reconcile contradictions, but diſcredit 
the ſtory. That rule ought much more to 
prevail in the caſe of written evidence, where 
a man had time to recollect himſelf,» Incon- 
Mt rt e du f's 9 9 2 aur: 1. ſiſtency 


7 


(36) F 


Seney in fack' 2 caſe, ſhawn; thit/all the 


advantages of precaution cannot preſerve a 
man from fliding at times into the real ſtory, 


aud involving truth with falſhood, till the 


whole becomes a heap of perplexity and con- 
_ tradiftion.. But in theſe wills the great cir- 
eumſtance is, that under the articles he was 
tenant for life, remainder to his ſon in tail, 
und if no ſon teverſion to himſelf in ſee ; 
and the conſequence was, that if be had a 
Jegitimate ſon, he had no dominion over his 
eſtüte z if he had not, he had the abſolute 
dotninion.' By all theſe wills he takes upon 
him to deviſe the fee of theſe eſtates : Was 
not that ſaying expreſsly, he conſidered bim- 
elf as having a' right over thoſe eſtates i} 
which he could not have, if he had  legiti- 


mate fon. Two anſwers were attempted to 


this ; firſt it is ſaid, theſe articles wert volun- 
tary, and therefore void; and that he was 
owner of his eſtate, tho' he had à legitimate 
Fon, beEauſe thoſe articles could not be in- 
forced. Firſt, theſe articles were not volun- 
-rary' 3 for where two people, claiming a. right 
to a family eſtate, both agree to convey, the 
-remoteſt remainders of that family ate pur- 
chaſers for valuable conſideration {but if they 
were voluntary, can z will take place of a 
voluntary ſettlement ? A ſubſequent deed 
would not, much leſs a will: And tho' there 
may be a diſtinction between articles and a ſet- 
tlement executed, yet there is no diſtintion 
in this particular caſe; Here was a decree 
ts carry theſe articles into execution j there- 
fore a court of equity would now conſider 
them in the ſame light, as if that decree was 
executed, as it ought. But another way, in 

which gentlemen endeavour to get over this 
difficulty, is, by ſaying that lord Valentia wa 
not at liberty to conttovert this will up6 
another principle, that whoever claims under 
a will, muſt abide by it in the whole or not at 
all. T admit, that if aman'deviſes that; which he 
had no right to deviſe, a compenſation: will 
de made out of that, which he had a right to 
deviſe ; but that can only take place, whete 
there are deviſes to different perſons; Here 
the whole is deviſed to the ſitting lord 3 and 
therefore that principle cannot apply 'tq this 
'caſe. ' I therefore rely upon it; that hen 
- ord Angleſey took upon him to deviſe the 
ſettled lands, it ſhews; that he conſidered bim- 
elf as having no legitimate ſon 5. for if be 
nad, he had no power to deviſe: But the act 
of lord Valentia himſelf ſnews, that he con- 
ſidered himſelt under his will as tenant for 
* POR” and accepted the eftate on the 


* 


terms of this ui. \This cal appears from 
the teſtimony of Mr, Flood, a witnels, and 
vot only a witneſs, but an agent and brother 
of lord Valentia, aud coming out of his 
month it muſt be concluſive againſt him. If 
then the declarations of lord Angleſey in fa- 
vour of | lord Valentia cau; have. but: little 
weight, and at all events ate, out-balanced by 
the declarations againſt him, . 4 
caſe totally fails the fitting lord. | 
See, then, whether there i is any th 
his caſe, The decturntionn of e 
been reſorted to but firſt conſider his charag- 
tet, to know what reſpe& ſhould be paid to his 
geclarations. His conduct on Holyrood day 


bas made ſuch an ĩtnpreſſion of hatrot on your | 


lordſhips minds, thete is no neoeſſity for the 
painful taſk. of recapitulation, Can the ac- 
count, which is given of his conduct in the 
county of Wicklow, countervail that conduct 
of his at Camolin? The account given of 
him there is only for nine months. Every 

- witneſs, that was produced, .confined his 9 1 
momy carefully to that æ1a and his good 
character, if he had one, has never gone be- 
yond the limits of a little country pariſh. It 
muy be ſaid; they oppoſe the chgrafter of 
nine months to the miſcondu&: of an even- 
ing: but there is this difference, that a mani 
. once guilty of a mean vice becomes incapa- 
ble of an ingenuous virtue: And all, that is 


ſaid in his favour, proves only, that he was 


.capable of adding hypocriſy to his other vices, 
Only thtee witneſſes are produced, all. from 
the ſame ſpot, and to the ſame point of time. 

How local and how tranſient; were his vir- 
tues ! They dare not follow him to any other 
place ; not to Kildare; he lived longer there, 


and it would not be ſafe to trace him to St. 


Luke's pariſh ; there he was diſgraced from 
his cure. But to apologize for the exploit of 
-Holyrood day it is ſaids be was not guilty of 
diſhoneſt· act. An infamous conduct de- 
ſtroys the credit of a witneſs. perhaps more 
than an immoral one. A man, who has loſt 


dis virtue, may be ſtill ſybjeR to the check of 
ſhame ; but he, who has abandoned his cha- 


racter has no tie left, that may bind him to 
truth. They ſeek to palliate his miſbehg- 
viour by imputing it to wine, and would 
compound the charge of indecency for that 
of intoxication: but an elevation of ſpirits 
.can never account for ſuch a meanneſs of vice, 
to proſtrate his character at the command 
of his tyrant ; to jump up in the face of a 
Whole country at the beck of an inſolent li- 
bertine, and yoke n in 1 with a 
21 31 n ne 14 6 | young 
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that ae to 2 hx pos. i laugh 


at common infamy, and ſet the pillory at 


uefiance. This is the gentleman, whoſe words 
are to donſer nobiſity, and whoſe certificate 
is to be the patent of an Iriſh p erage. His 
firſt declaration is to Simon Kavanigh. When 
did this happen ? in July or Auguſt imme- 
diately preceding the Tecong marriage! The 


Aſter dad, this (d) might have been written byß 


miſtake inſtead of (th) and that there were 
two figures there, from the {pct they ogcu- = 


pied. In reckoning up to 20 thete are hut 


three figures, that do not end with (th); 


is it probableg that a miſtake ſnould be made, 


by inſerting the leſs uſual termination inſtead 


of the more uſual ? It is aſked, to what end 


could this raſure be made ? If this had been 


time cries aloud; that Neil was informed, and »a genuine deed, the raſure would probably ne- 


accordingly he Wake uſe of the ſtipulated 
expreſſion, tbut he ar ar; 
very expreſſion uſed by him when a ſecond 
certificate was demanded, at a time when 


their own witneſſes admit, that expreſſion wi. 
1 


If then Neil knew of it, no 
credit is to be given to declarations, in which 
he affects to be ſurgriaed; and tokio man 
of the matter.. 

As to the © certificate, which Rinds folely 


on the credit of Neil, where was it found? 
in the cuſtody of lady 'Angleſey; the laſt 


perſon in the world who ought to have 


a kept it; and ſhe was hot a woman likely 


to be imprudent. If the marriage was to be 


kept with ſecrecy for the preſent, or diſ- 


cloſed with authority in future, this im- 
portant evidence of it ought to be depoſited 


in the hands of ſome frlend; whoſe honour 
might be relied on to preſerve it, and We, 


character might give it authenticity, Was 
there no ſuch perſon to be found? Mr. Do- 


novan, her uncle, a man of the ſtricteſt ho- 
nour and higheſt reputation, lived within a 


few miles of her. But the time of producing 


it is tio Teſs remarkable; than the perſon by 
hom it whs-produced; This marriage had 


been whiſpered about Hig 1746 and yet 


during an interval of five years this certi- 
ficate, the great evidence of it, was never 


ed at it; tlie 


ver have appeared; but being a forged one, 


nothing is more natural: It was to be lady 
Angleſey's only title deed; the muniment of 


à title ſhe muſt know would be diſputed ne 


would therefore naturally have it written ovet 


fair, when the perſons were all preſent, who 


could fign it a ſecond time as eaſily as th firſt. 
But view it as a forgery, and nothing is more 
probable, than that the doubt, hurry, and 
confuſion, that attend; an improper act, and 
the unwillingneſs to reiterate a crime, ſhould 


ſides this forgery was by perſons; whom they 
could venture to truſt, not by perſons expert 
in the art; ſo that having once ſuceeeded 


- tolerably'well; they dare not reſort to a ſe- 
cond experiment. It is ſaid, if there had 
been a raſure in this certificate, © another ra- 


ſute would appear in the other to correſpond 
with that 1 but the probability is; that this 


-was written firſt; Now, who are the witneſ- 
ſes to the certificate if they had been 


looking for years, they could not have found 
perſons ſo-improper to ſubſcribe their names. 


The object was preſent ſectecy; future no- 


toriety. Was a drunkard a likely man to con- 


ceal this important ſeeret; ; or where could 
ybu find a man under fuch WYourly temptation 
7 betray it as a brother, who might natu- 
rally have divulged it to wipe away the di- 


once ſpoken of; neyet till the critical mo- Man of his ſiſter? | Again; when the term 
ment when the ſecond ceremony was to be ſhould arrive to eſtabliſn this marriage, was 
performed; ; and when it is waked from the it the authority vof ſuch witneſſes, that 
dead after an oblivion of eleven years, it was to give it ſanction ? but it remained to 
comes with all the marks of fraud on the fade prove the hand- writing of the witneſſes. 


ol it ; it carries à raſure of the date, a (D) It is ſaid, Mr. Kelly argued, that the name 


appears there and if my eyes inform me of Kavanagh was proved, and was not 
right, che 5 has been evidently altered from proved. What he ſaid was, that it was not 


23) no alteration is ſo eaſy. A raſure in proved; but that if it were, it would not be 


; any deedy if in à material part, tho made by coneluſiye: and I join. in that aſſertion 3 for 
A ſtranger, deprives it of every credit; and who o likely to be drawn into a ſcheme of 
hat can be more material than the date of this kind as a ſervant; under the dominion 


wis certificate ? büt even if in an immate- of lord Angleſey, whoſe morals were ſapped 


rial par“, 4nd made by a party concerned in in liquor? It is ſaid; we object, there were 
intereſt, the raſure of an (if) ſhall} deprive not more witneſſes; no, we object, there were 

the party of the benefit of the deedꝰ Who Hot berter witneſſes, when they might ſo eaſily 
couſd have made the alteration; but the party be had : "ns of . witnellte, when called 
in ow poſſeſſion it was all — A | eon 


* 


( (187, Y 


on to RT the, cendficate,. gots. through: A- and. t 


word or two, but gould not go farther. It ia 


the hand writing to the exhibits. Perhaps, ſimi- 
litude of hands upon actual compariſon may 


not eſtabliſ a deed z but diſſianilitude of hands 


is a very different thing · The proof of Nixon 
Donovan's hand is more deficient than that of 
Kava 


inſtead of the face of it : however it.anſwer- 
ed as wells, for on turning the face be 3 
without” heſitation: to Donovan's hand writ- 


ing; he can ſwear to it, — 


itz which ſhews, how much more expert he 
is at the one art than at the other; ſpectacles 
are handed to him, ut in vain. j Darcy is 
produced; and from the miſconduct of the 
former witneſs in ſwearing to his on mark, 
when he profeſſed to ſwear to Donovan s hand 
writing, your lordſhips would not ſhew the 
whole paper to the ſucceeding witneſs 3. he 


was called to ſwear to the hand writing of 


Donovan, which was ſhewn to him; he ſaid, 
he was . ; and why was he ſo? decauſe 
he did not know, whether,that was the paper, 
that was to be beneficial to his lord: he Was 
aſtray at the paper; but as ſoon as he had 
reaſon to believe from the queſtions of the 
counſel, that this was the certificate, he had 


done with his ſcruples; he ſwears to the jn- | 


tereſts of lord Valentia, the moment he is 
ſure, on which ſide they lie. This. glone i is 


ſufficient to evince, that this was a fabricated 


witneſs, and his teſtimony infects. the whole 


cauſe. They both' ſwear to the hand writing 


of Donovan at nineteeny from the fimilitude | 
of the hand he wrote at eleven. It would got 
be his band, if it was like what, he wrote 
when he was eleven years old; for no man ever 
wrote the ſame way at nineteen as at eleven. 
Now as they have attempted to prove this to 
be the hand writing of Donovan, and failed; 

it muſt be taken not to be Donovan's, hand; 
and then a palpable forgery. appears, and no 
eredit whatever i is to be given to this certifi- 


cate, It is. objected, that as to the exhibits, 


you cannot judge from one to the other, as 
| Kavanagh wrote variouſly : but, the charac- 
ter of, his hand muſt be ſome what, the, ſame. 
And Byrne, one of the witneſſes, ſaid, the 
ſhape of the letters was the. ſame, tho” the 
hand Was worſe at one time than another. 
A charge is brought againſt Mr, Anneſley, 


that his caſe made before the attorney gene- 


ral was inconſiſtent, with the preſent, ; 3 that 
be had ſaid there, this was ae hand, 
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ſaid, you muſt. not zpdge of the ſimilarity of 


nagh's. - To prove his hand Ryan is 
called; he looks on the back of the certifcate 


1 | 


| and | he believed, it related + ſome of 
and. it is moſt likely't from the words, The 


but ö general, thi 7 
N 7 . deer 

lars ets fallghood, ME PM 
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— the 22 uoder che utmoſt co co 
dern, that was the only” 55 
ing, that pau, appear . on record 


er paper, hich mult a ppear on 


tions tho' the original has not been produced, 


it appears on the face of the record itſelf, that 


Juliana Donovan executed a warrant of, at- 
torney to enable the perſon, ſhe emplo yed, to 
acknow edge ſatisfaction. It is ſaid, this re. 
cord ought hot to affect ber without actual 
proof, that ſhe ſigned the warrant. I have 


often, heard, t that evidence ſhould not be 2 


mitted to contradict a record; byt neyer that 
one, who produces a record, is bound to bring 

evidence to corroborate it, Every court ale 
lows ſatisfaQion td be acknowledged i in this 
manner; and it mult, be preſumed, that 
thoſe courts do their duty, and will not ſuf- 
fer ſatisſaction to be entered without proper 
evidence laid before them. What will be 
the conſequence, if one is bound to prove tlie 
actua) warrant for ſatisfaction to every j judg - 


at leaſt, till the contrary is ſhewn, 
Far ottenham has alſo j given very material 
eyidence | to your lordſhips on the part, of Mr. 
Angeſley. 'But'jt is inſinusted, that this 
gentleman formerly thou ght more favourabl 
of lord. Valentia's claim, than he apppears t 
doin the evidence, which he has given before 
your lordlhips ; ; and a letter i is produced from 


him, to lady Angleſey, wherein he ſpeaks 


Nr of affidavits, and wiſhes, that | ket 
ylhip may have no further diſturbance. 
— 5 that this letter alluded to the con- 
troverly. of the title, Mr. Tottenham by 
wiſhing the lady ſucceſs does not give an 
opinion upon it; it. is only. a compliment, 
that, he -i ed, her cauſe, ſhould appear] Juſt ; 


but in t truth it docs not a pear, that thi, $ the: 


ter related to the contelt as to the title, for 
he ſaid, there were a hundred affidavits re- 
Jative to the claim of r marriage with $i fon; 

00 ; 


marriage 


be Groot 


her, But it has been p proy ed, that a} 40 


record z the warrant to e ſatisfac- | 


he record muſt ſurely be evidence 
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| turbarice ket.” 2 Nev ſaid; vecnuſe Mr. 
Totten| wore ſpme wie, he muſt 
therefore a * tine, Baye chonght 10 
Valentis's cd a Ol Ace. Tus is a fraß 
way, of arguing. Halt Mr. Tottenham Lri 
to ſypproſs the fad, he Kue y becauſe in h 
privats opinion, ne "th6ught choſe fact not 
of weight. Some atieinpt has deen made to 
a an objedion tw Mr. Tottenltamm's 
teſtimgny on |accourit of his being” the un 
cle of tg vine 8 Richard Anniefley ; he b 
tune offended uncle. "The fond mother of the 
ſitting lord is to de tip poſed unhiafſed'and 
Imp artial; but the ext 4500p uncle of Rich- 


efley, is a ſuſpielous and 'piejudiced 
perſon. "Rd; . 
to the fighal,'Eljzabet) Simal- 


Now as. | 
If, Who 6h. maſſe der appearatice in 
a court of juſtice at the deſire f lord 
Valentia ; Boon her credit he has ſat two 
tliaments, and now he thinks it reaſonable, 
k ſhould ſivupon her diſcredit. . If ever this 
witneſs was fahticated, it was not by us. If 
we, havs got into an "kerape, it was, becauſe 
we did not fabricate er as as well as others, who 
made uſe of her. . bet out with difclaim- 
7 92 g Smally,. and tely | on the weakneſs of lord 
alentia' s caſe; if that cannot be cre- 
dited as ſtanding by it ſelf, has Elizabeth 
Smally ſaid an ything to give it weight? Eads 
| Among the man; trifling objeQions Which 
gentlemen on the other fide have been obliged 
reſort to, one has been made to the teſtimb- 
ny. of Stopford Fielding, He is charged with 
cont tradition, becauſe be ſaid, he was ſur- 
bo With ſome event in England, and did 
4 


t ſay fo here. Can there be a more trifling | 

ing to differ i in? ſutprire is the moſt com- 
mon word, that can be ; there is ſcarce any 
event fo rrifling or fo familiar, that you may 
nas wy men ſay, they are ſurprized at 70 
agres in 12 minute mi Ut 


$4 + +4 


ook if 74 were pal 
tbe other, and not the 
oP ons of truth, 80 that from 
| W 0 Ty 4 1 8 teltimony of Fieldir f 

5 vey credu inſtead of im peachment. ; 
There, i is another ebjettion, on which gen- 
temen deem to plume | themſelves hot à little; 
aurtown, {ay they, ſat in this bouſe 
with lord Valentia; and from thence they would | 
Wr. that it * not be lord er s 


5 Ian now 


wn 2 ſcerm mürtiage 


\ 


opition, that 157d Valeutia'whs illegitimate; 
but 1 beg to know from the gentlemen, 
whether it was in lotd*Courtown's power to 
temove lord Valentia, after the attorney gene- 
rel had reported in his firour, and his . 
jolly thi” his Wrie. „ 

beg leave to ſpeak g 
two a te my right hand neighbour. The 
— Angleſey from 1745 ul 1732 
every where publiſhed. 
The marriage of Mrs. Salkeld was a publick 
marriage, that wobody ever" Beiryd of. No circum« 


andes at all are prove@ by this gentlemat, 


beckuſe/He” fav lord Valentia'defeating hi- 
er dy proving eireumſtances, that militated 

Lr ache other. Mr. Hay, it feems, 
draught about this matriage; be was 1 very 
enteful guardian; his ward lived ſeveral 
months with lord Angleſey, and he rityer 


 thotght'of having her married, ill one day 


after'dinner' he thought, my lord might as well 
muri the girl ; there was'a clergy man there, 
they knew itz for he fuyd grace; grace after 
meat,” I belleve. This eaſe does not deſetve 
any ſerious obſervations; for no man ſeems to 
entertain a ſerious doubt about it: but tho no 
eredit can be given to it, it is much ſtronger 
than the cafe of lord Valentia. Richard An- 
neſley has two poſitive witneſſes, lord Valen- 
tia only one; and his ſtory is a thoufand 
times more Imptobable dan that of Richard. 
But if your lordſhips eſtabliſh either of theſe, 
the one or the other ſpurious claims, you 
may put an end indeed to the diſputes of 
the preſent elaimants, but not to the con- 
troverly as to the Valentia peerage. Lord 
Angleſey was in Wales before his marriage 
with Miſs Donovan, and might have mar- 
ried ſome handſome Welſhwoman. No ſoon- 
er determine that one of theſe claimants is in- 
titled to his ſeat, you will have new claim- 
ants from alf quarters of the globe; every 
one of them with his credentials from his 
mother or his nurſe, with thoufands of cer- 
rificates'in all the languages of the known 
world, from popiſh prieſts, Indian detvier, 
Jewith rabbis; and Welſh parfons., 
N is faid by the noble lord's eonnſe, 
martiage is to be favoured” in every country. 
am proutf to adopt this principle; yes my 
lords, that avowed,” that honourable; 11 
riage, which adds "tenderneſs to friendſhip 
and dignity to lobe, which brings pleaſure 
within che pale of religion, which ſoftens 
the aſpeR of virtue, and makes it more amia- 
ble, which renders men happier and better 
citizens, by * their ties to their 
; Oy. 
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coun alto and efablithing a notoriety of ſuccel- 
ion; let it, let it, be favoured for ever 
but how will you favour it? is it by preferring 
the ſpurious offspring of a doubtful bed, and 
thus defeating that. notoriety which is one 
reat end of the inſtitution? No my lords; 
. the jealous nobilfty of other countries 


of Europe, that an Iriſh houſe of peers will 


not endure 2 doubtful birth among them. 


\ Before, I conclude, I cannot help taking 
notice of an expreſſion, chat fell from one of 


the counſel of the fitting | lord ; be was pleaſed 


to ſay, that he mentioned the | deciſion of the 
peers of Great Britain 28 a precedent only; 

*till I heard that 7 neyet thought a different 
1 idea could be. meiner ; for I never can for- 


of my country. 1 hope, It is not the unk 
tion, (I am ſure, it cannot be a ſucceſsful.one) 
to awaken a falſe pride againſt your truer 

judgments. An inſinuation of this kind 
1 5 not be liſtened to in any other court of 
judicature, ' If it was urged in Weſtminſter- 
hall, that lord Hardwicke did ſo, or lord 
Cambden. did ſo, therefore do not you do the 
ſame, leaſt you ſhould be thought to imitate 
others: The judge adopting the deciſion of 
thoſe great men would ſay, I do not ſubmit 
to their authority, but emulate their inte- 
grity; I do not ſtoop to them in power; but 
contend with, them in honour. 
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lordſhips bar, it becomes my du to addreſs 
you upon behalf of the Seele Richard 
Anneſley, as he is at preſent. filed,” And 
when 1 f the e dignity of this afſembly, 
the abilities of the gentlemen who have gone 
before me, and of him who i is to ſucceed me, 
this i is a taſk, I enter upon with beſitation. 

wy 6 did intend to lay before your, lordſhips 
the great improbability "of the original. mo- 
tiyes of lord Angleſey towards the firſt rſt mar- 
tiage; but that has been already done with 
much greater ability, than J pretend to, I 
theſe motives, are ſuſpicious they induce: 4 
doubt as to the conſe al: marriage; an 
will induce * your "lord ips to look into, the 
ſubſequent. marriage Wich A nicer eye, "than 
otherwiſe might have been requiſit „ F Tom 
theſe motives ſome doubts may ariſe, ant 
wm beſ upported by ſome circurhſtances, 

that this certificate was, an after thought; 

5 contrivance by intereſted parties to over- | 
Nich the marriage, under which Richard 
claim, and of which hed Angleſey muſt baye 
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the conduct of the council at ec 


+ 4 


been * a 151 5 the in: 
tent of this certificate was to gain à credit 
to the mari in 1541; without which lord 
Valentia could not obtain any right to his ſeat 
in this houſe, or title unto the eſtate of his 
father, Nixon Donovan died thortly after 
this certificate ; 3 and unleſs there is cleat 
proof, that he Was actually a ſubſcribing Wits 
neſs to that certificate, that, circumſtance 
may, it will, induce a ſuſpicion. . His name 
was affixed to give an appearance of truth to 
this certificate, and therefore that, which was 
intended to ſtrengthen this certificate; may 
tend to, will, overthrow 1 

. The proof of the aQual celebration depends 
on t. e evidence of lady Angleſey, a.. perſon 
. intereſted i in it upon account of herſelf; 
her fortune, her preſent and future reputa- 


ous and the dear piedge of ber affection. 


t bas been ſaid, that by the rules of the civil 
law, lady Angleſey is a competent and irre- 
proachable witneſs : but by the general prin- 
ciples, chat law not only the father and 
mother, . by put even the ſon, are debarred from 
being. e for each other. That law 
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we goes farther z it prohibits 2 perfon having 


the object of it: In this and a neighbouring 
country, 1 own, the evil law has taken ano- 
cher turn. By the common la of thoſe 

s parents are admitted as witneſſes 
by behalf of a child, and are received: in the 


veourts of the civil jau eſtabliſhed in thoſe 


countries only" becauſe” the' conſequence of 
refuſing thoſe; whonr this'lawideems as com- 
petent ithelſes, would be à provibition from 


the ſuperior ddt of the bommoftf law i It 
"on been alſo faid; lady Angleſey” was deem 


ed a competent witneſs by the peers of 'Great 
Britain, But no objeQion was made there, 


by either of the parties. Nichard Anneſley 


was not then a petitioner. Her conduct and 
behaviour at your lordſhips bar has been 
urged as à proof of her truth, and of her 
delivering from thence à clear and con- 
ſiſtent evidence : It perhaps may be ſo: A 


publick exhibition is preceded by a variety of 


rehearſals; the grand performance 1 is not, till 


every one is perfect in his part. Lady An- 
gleſey has been examined in Great Britain; 


her evidence is nothing more, than what ſhe 


often rehearſed, and probably very Ry 


ſition to that offered by his opponent; and this 
It has been mentioned, that unleſs your 


repeated npon other occaſions. 


lordſhips ſhall give full credit to hex teſtimo- 
ny, you in fact regard her as guilty of for- 
gery and perjury; and this ſhall only an- 
ſwer' by aſking another queſtion; What was 
the determination by the lords, who heard her 
teſtimony in Great Britain ? Another ſpecies 
of evidence to gtve credit to this alledged 
marriage ariſes from lord Angleſey's decla- 
rations; if the firſt marriage” Was ſuch a 


à ſcheme, 25 J have before mentioned to your | 


Jordſhips; lord Angleſey muſt” have been a 
principal actor in it; and his declaratibns to 
eſtabliſuu that muſt be received with Steat al- 
lowances; if not abſolute difctedit'; and ef- 
pecially confidering the inflanees of tady An- 
gieky's  influiente' over him, Els declarati- 
ons are vague and uncertain, f cifying no 
particular marriage, nor time of matriage; z 


they are not made until near the time of the 


ſcedid martizge,”” Whön it was necelliry to 


Five an ppi kane of credit to the; An- 


ther declaration of his to Mt. Talbot 'is 
much relied" upbm: Mr. Talbot has ſyorn, 
that upon Tome cor ſaion as to the ſeveral 
ere, who" were in ex pectation of the fal 


ily" titles and Honours, lord Abgletty faid; - 


he would produce an heir, chat ſhould al. 


* them all. "Theſe N have been 


giving evidence againſt 


| Kavanagh BY compar 


applied to "ey preſent lord; From lb R 
has been prefſed upon your lordſhips, 
that he was conſidered as the heir, who was 


to act in the excluſion of the remoter bran- 


ches of the family. But the words may re. 
late to bne child as well as to the other. His 
lordſtrip was conſcious, that he had let gal if- 
ſue; the now claimant Richard. Hi = 


was then attempting to ſubſtitute another. 


Arthur was then conſidered to be this heir, 
why was not he ſpecially named? It is eaſily 
accounteck for, why Richard was not par- 
ticularly pointed out; the influence of the 
lady had come to its height; and lord An- 


gleſey, while acting under that, could not 


ſpecify the hame * Richard; however 
his thoughts might be turned towards him. 

The proof of the certificate depends on the 
like intereſted teſtimony of lady Angleſey, 


and on the ſimilitude of hand writing, which 
1s at beſt but a weak ſpecies of evidence, as de- 
ra wholly upon the judgment of the wit⸗ 

he bare compariſon of hands is not 
legal eyidence in favour of the party pro- 
dueing it, but in favour of the other party; 


neſs. 


who has a right to produce writings proved 


to be the ſignature of the ſame party in oppo- 


actual compariſon of hand writing is rather 
a better way to prevent a forgery than by re- 
ſorting to the bare belief of a witneſs. It is 
unhappily too eaſy to procure evidence to al- 
ledged facts; how much eafier as to matters 


of apprehenſion only, where the great terror 


xrtendiog the puniſhment of perjury is re- 
removed.” But a ſtronger proof ariſes from 
the ſirjlitude of theſe. hands than in moſt 
other' caſes. * It is faid, that the evidence on 
both, ides "is as to belief only as well con- 
cerning the Certificate | 1 the exhibits. But 
this cafe appears in a ſtronger light. There 
10 tecęipt atieſted by. Lu one of 
the witneſſes to the certificate, proved or. ac- 
Fhowledged at the bar by lady Angleſey 
hetrfelf; x 
Lnowiledged, that this it is. the band writing of 


paring the ſubſcrj ption 


of this Kavanagh ti 
ſignature to the exhibits your lordſhips will 
ſee, which. Js the real, and | which the fictlti⸗ 
ous, name of Kivanagh ted de 

1. 'The gentlemen, WF appear as counſel for 
the fitting lord, have aid, that the claimant, 


Richard Annefley, h as not conteſted the hand 


writing of Er to the certificate of 1741: 


but theſe ſeveral exhibits, have been roduced 
alentia ; 


by the parties in "0ppolition to lord 
they 


o that out of het own lips it is ac. 


0 the certificate with his 


: 


(wt) 


they were not produced to Rrengthen the cer= 
tificate of 174t ; and muſt then have been. 
introduced in order to impeach it, and to 
convince your lordſhips that the hand writing 
of both ĩs not that of the ſame per ſon. As to 
the hand writing: of Neil, who is ſaid to have 
beth the porſon; who wrote. the original cer - 
tiſicate. it is to be obſetved, that this certi- 
ficate bears date the I 5th of September 1741, 
and Neil's hand writing is proved by a young 
gentleman, who was not born for ſeveral 
years after; and he has mentioned his know- 
ledge of Neil's writing from a time, when he 
was oppreſſed withzinfirmities, and labouring 
under the torture of the gout. The hand 
writing of a perſon at that diſtance of time, 
and fo afflicted with diſtempers, and rendered 
weak by age, cannot be the ſame with that 
of a perſon in full health; and this tends to 
confirm the obſervation, that this certificate 
was not written at the time, when it bears 
date, but was the work of a ſubſequent day. 
The witneſſes to, Nixon Doenovatrs' hand 
writing all ſwear. to a very flight knowledge 
of his hand when a ſchool boy, and upon an 
ntance of a few months only. No per- 
ban acquainted with the hand writing of theſe; 
witneſſes about the-time, when. this certificate. 
is dated, has been produced, tho?'there muſt: 
have been many, who remember their writings: 
about that period of time. The counſel for 
the fitting viſcount have ſaid, that ſome of 
the witneſſes, who proved the hand writing of 
theſe witneſſes, : did prove the ſame ten or 
cleven years ago; yet if the fact be ſo, that 
will be far from taking away the original ob- 
jection to their teſtimony, that they were ori- 
sinally incowpetdnt judges of help. wad 
enen cl l 
There ate bus: the: witnelſcs a 0 e 
nagh's name to the- certificate, and they dif- 
fer concerning that matter: One ſays, it 
was Kayanagh's beft writing, the other, that 
it was the worſt z and therefore concludes, 
it was written, when he was drunk. This 
alledged difference in the hand- writing of 
_ Kavanagh was firſt introduced in this houſe, 
and was not thought of at the time of the 
inquiry before the lords of Great Britain. 
On the 20th of January, 17715: the exami- 
nation of Elizabeth Smally commenced, and 
ſhe then impeached the authenticity of the 
certificate, and of the ſignature of the pre- 
tended: witneſſes to that paper. In the ſub- 
ſequent month of March the eredit of this 
certificate: was endeavdured to be ſupported by 
Darey and Cornelius Donovan j; yet no eyi- 


dende was. given, as, to the dilietence of his | 


hand- writing; that was: an afſter- thoughtz 
cohceived and put in pructier, when it was 


ſeen, that there was a material difference in 


the ſignature to the certificate from the name 


to the exhibits in the hand- titing of the ſame 


man. In looking attentively at the certificate 
there appears the ſtrongeſt ſimilitude between 
the writing of each of the affixed names 


Nixon Donovan and Charles. Kavanagh, and 


therefore a ſuſpicion naturally/ariſes, that they 
were ſet, by the ſame perſon." Lady. Angleſey 
in her evidence repreſented; the certificate as 
one intite tranſaction had at the time of: the 
marriage j yet your. lordſhips may obſerve a 
difference-in the ink, apparent from that 


paper. Fhe body of the certificate is of a dif- 


ferent ink from that of the names of the wit- 
neſſes ; nor ſhould this ſeem nugatory, ſuch 


trifling articles haye often detected great for- 


geries. - The credit of this certificate, as of 
all others, depends upon the integrity of the 
perſon certifying, and the conſiſtency of the 
certificate with itſelf 3 and them it will lows, 
that a certificate, inconſiſtent with itfelf, can- 
not receive credit. The contents, and * 
falſity of it, have been already taken notice of 4 
I ſhall. only obſerve, that ſo far ſtom obſervy- 
ing the ditection of the Rubrick this infirys; 
ment certifies che mattiage, it attempts." to 
eſtabliſh, to haye* been celebrated in direct 
contradiction to it. As to Neil's character IL. 
ſhall mention nothing more, than that Mr. 
Tottenham goes nearer to the time of this 
certificate, than that of the other witneſſes ꝑro- 
a to this matter. The great objection 


to his character is, that he was ready to do 6 


every act, however improper or indecent, at 
the command of lord Aygleſey, from Whom 
he received that ſupport, © which he probably. 
could not meet wie any where elſe ; and 
this ſubſerviency of his is corrobotated by the 
teſtimony of lady Angleſey herſelf, and by 
Mr. Maſterſon. Nel pretendedſto object to 
the ſecond: marriage, but his ſcruples are ſa- 
tisſied by a peremptory command and then 
that command is inſtantly, ſubmitted to, and 


the marriage performed. be ſame ſubſer⸗ 
vieney might oblige; him to lend his hand to 


the certificate, as, he had his Wim to 
the martiage. Eine 039590 den 07 int 
The concealment of the marriage, 1 
ledged- to have been - firſt, ſalemnized, has 
been attempted ta be actounted for ſtom the 
peculiar ſituation and diſtreſs of lord An- 
gleſey+: but Charles Anneſley, who was 
next in remainger to the 2 and 
eſtate, 
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eſtate, could 800 have ſuffered bim to ſink 
without drowning himſelf: he in 1746 died 
without iſſue, - uae then all terror of . 
c,? e if! 5 > 
As to any appeals ow the Aro 
fax family; lord Angleſey appears to havelent 
them money on their bend, and to have dealt 
for the purchaſing of the yery manſion of that 
branch of the family; ſo that inſtead of his 
Being! in their power they in effect were in his. 
Notwithſtanding this pretended ſecr 
this marriage alledged firſt did at ſometimes 
tranſpite, before the reaſons given for cn. 
cealing it had ceaſed. It is difficult to ac+ 
count for the concealing that marriage upon 
thoſe principles, if any ſuch really exiſted ; 


but recollecting the time of Mrs. Salkeld's 


living, it is rationally to be accounted for, 
why it was not touched upon Tooher, She 
lived 'till the beginning of 1749; during her 
life no marriage with Mrs. Donovan could 


be promulged, of take effect; but as ſoon as 


ſhe died, all artifices are uſed to ſpread the 
rumour of the firſt marriage now ſet up: The 


ſphere of Neil's acting is enlarged, and he 
is let looſe about the country to divulge this 
This only can account for 
the converſation with Simon Kavanagh and 
the marriage in 1752. Lord Angleſey's lady; 


pretended event. 


married in England, had lately died there; 


and then; and then only, Mrs. Donovan ſet 


about this ſecond marriage; which, ſo far 
from implying a confirmation of the firſt, ra- 
ther ſeems, as if there never had been a for- 

mer. This ſecond marriage could not give a 


right of legitimary to children born before; 
And now to ſpeak ab to the period of time 


which accompanied this ſecond marriage, of 


greſſion of this influence appears from his 


wills: at firſt they begin with rumours, 
whiſpers of a former marriage; then, as 
they take effect in de- 


her influence ripens, 
clarations of the party, and laſtly in the ce- 
lebration of a ſecond marriage; as it is called. 

The eircumſtances attending this ſecond mar- 
riage ſeem very extraordinary; the whole ap- 


pears to have been concerted previous to the 


day of execution; nay the very ſurprize of 


the performers was preconcerted, The next 
day a company is aſſembled without previ- 
ous intimation of the purpoſe of their meet- 
ing; and the prepared farce is played ov, r: 
Neil HI the certificate, unneceſily | 


which marriage there is no doubt. By this 
time the influence of Mrs. Donovan, which 
had been before gradually gaining ground; 

had extended itſelf in full bloom: The pro- 


acknowledges his hand- writing; ; then ache 
as unneceſſarily take up this paper, and den 
clare the authenticity of the hand- writing of 
perſons, which was not then doubted. Neil 


makes an objection readily, and as ſuddenly 


withdraws it at lord Angleſey's peremptory 
command, and performs this mock ceremony 3 
yet ſome of the moſt ſolemn is neglected 3 
no licence was had, or is pretended to have 
been obtained; Neil was before but too well 


ecy- accuſtomed toact without that ſanction. If 


lord Angleſey was apprized of the proper 
method of ſecurity to his lady and children, 
and accepted means not ſo effectual, it muſt 
have been, becauſe there was ſomething dark 
contained 'in the e an 57 
could not bear the light. 

To apply myſelf next as to the an 
with Mrs. Salkeld ; in pretending to contro- 
vert this the gentlemen, who have appeared 
on behalf of the ſitting lord, have ſtrove: to 
entertain your lordſhips' imagination, rather 
than aſſiſt your judgment, by entering into 
months and ſeaſons as improbable times for 
matrimonial connections ; 28 if from its 
being in the month of May, and the meeting 
happening in St. James's park, an honoura- 
able connection could not enſue; and it 
ſeems expected, that your :lordſhips ſhould 
reject poſitive and conſiſtent evidence, and 
rely upon looſe - circumſtances intirely. 
The caſe of the chaſte Suſanna has been 
inſtanced by one of the counſel, but 
the variance there between the witneſſes 
turns upon a recent tranſaction; and not 
one of thirty years before the delivering the 
teſtimony. Lord Angleſey was undoubtedly 
in England in May and Auguſt 1941 ; he 
there ſaw the daughter of a man, at the worſt | 
eſtcemed rich, and allied to 4 conſiderable 
family. He has been repreſented as a broker; 
the name of a broker here may not carry much 


reſpe&, where trade is yet in a comparative 


ſtate of weakneſs; but it is otherwiſe in a 
neighbouring kingdom; where inſtances have 
been of perſons of that occupation acquiring 
fortunes ſeldom attained by many of other ocs. 
cupations. Another objeQtion was made from 
a particular expreſſion uſed by two witneſſes, 
as to his wealth, that his word would be 
taken for 30000 l. that, however unuſual in 
Ireland, is an expreſſion conſtantly attending! 
every man of wealth in London, and is par- 
ticularly proper when applied to a citizen, 
as it goes to his reputation of honeſty as well 
as wealth, that his word would be taken for 
large ſums, But the conteſt ariſing as to his. 

effe Sd, 


effects, atd. the long and expenſſye We 
thereon, ſhew, he was not only a man, who 
had the reputation, but paſſeſſed the ſubſtance, 
of riches, In this ſituation lord Angleſey fave 
the daughter of this man, but ſtill, obſerved 
her in a more particular point of view : He 
regarded her as, a child reſident with a father, 
whoſe: eldeſt daughter had diſobliged him; 
and therefore he might have turned his 
thoughts towards poſſeſſing the whole, and not 
& ſhare only, and might have relied upon bis 
title and eſtate, and conceived. himſclfupon that 
Account a fit match, It has been faid, that Mr, 
Haywas theperſon,who introduced lordAngle- 


ſey to the family of Mr. Salkeld; but he only 
preſented him to the family, the propoſals of 


marriage. came from lord Angleſey himſelf to 
the father. It has been ſaid to be ſurprizing, 
that a London citizen ſhould refuſe an earl of 
Great Britain: The thing is more than pol- 
ble, and in this caſe from his awiour 
Owe! than probable, 

But ſuppoling this citizen as greedy of ho- 
nours and deſirous of wealth as can be ima- 
gined, yet theſe very principles will account 
for is rejecting lord. Angleſey's ſuit; for at 
this period the adventurer James Anneſley 
firſt made his appearance, and contended 
with lord Angleſey not only for honours but 


eſtate ; and he came from à country, where 


his claims muſt have been early known to the 
mercantile part of London. From the. time 
of the. refuſal Jord Angleſey acted on a prin- 
eiple not uncommon : inſtances have 
frequent, where people under ſuch circum- 
ſtances have reaſoned with, and,, been con- 
vinced themſelves, that if a marriage once be 


had, which cannot be: undone, a, reconcilia- | 


tion will naturally follow; and under this 
hope, i it is more than N the firſt mar- 
riage between lord Angleſey and miſs Salkeld 
was had. 
very ſecrecy in his fituation, and with his 
hopes, made a repetition abſolutely neceſſary 
to ſatisfy the father ſo as to induce him to 
+ diſpoſe of his wealth, and to legitimate the 
child with which the lady was then enſient. 
Tue intervention of Mr. Hay was with a pe- 
. culiar propriety conſidering his ſituation : 
was married to the eldeſt daughter with 
conſent, and thereby had precluded himfelf 
from ſucceeding to any part of Mr. Salkeld's 
fortune; It was natural therefore for him 


een 


It was a ſecret marriage ; [The , | 


/ 


tO. give evidence of that fact, to 16. 
8 5 ny honours 1 A, his nephew, and 


 benefic to himſelf..An objechon was 


ma ade to Mrs. Hay, {ating from a miſtake in 
br evidence) that t the appeared in 4 bad 
152 as. having vilited her ſiſter when liy- 
g with lord Angleſey, although theo i gno- 
ra of her marriage. - That ſhe Fel du- 
ring the cohabitation, and previous, to the 
ſe 12 Ie IL. do not deny 3 but altho 
| as ignorant as_ to the time and circum- 
— of the firſt, ſhe acted under a belief of 
"that firſt marrikge. She was not able to point 
out the time and place, where that was Tele- 
brated, . yet belie ved, ſuch had been had. If 
this Was 2 ſcheme | jreconcerted by Mr. Hay, 
that will account for the ſuddenneſs of * 
ſecond marriage. 
There is little doubt of the een mar- 
riage with Mrs. Donovan, yet that was as 
abrupt as this with Mrs, Salkeld : In the 
latter they waited, till the opportunity offered 
of the preſence of A clergyman to celebrate 
it. It is ſaid to be ſurprizing, lord Angleſey 
ſhould have a clergyman At his table, and a 
prayer-book | in his houſe : Vet in Ireland, 
and much about the ſame time, he is repre- 
ſented as having a conftant domeſtic chaplain, 
without whonrhe could not go over to Wales. 
But ſuppoſing he had not a proper regard for 
the Book of Common Prayet, might not 
others, of his fam 
nateriat, from whoſe hands the prayer book 
came, it was brought by a ſervant, might 
have belonged to his Ye There have been 


two poſitive witneſſes to this marriage, and 


every objection made to their teſtimony which 
ingenuity could ſuggeſt. Mr. Hay is repre- 
ſented as A pander to the ſiſter of his wife: 

But let lord Angleſey” s ſituation be adverted 
to; he was not in affluence of fortune. If 
Mr. Hay's deſigns had that intereſted caſt, 

he would haye looked out for an higher pur- 
chaſer. If then this alledged ſcheme —_ 
contrary to Mr. Hay's own intereſt, 
is not to be ſuppoſed, he engaged i in it. of 
the two witneſſes, produced in ſupport of 
this marriage, one ſwore againſt her own in- 
tereſt 3; the other was a witneſs, who has no 
inte! reſt or or concern, in what ſhe has teftified, 

beyond what truth required her to diſcloſe. 
So far is the condu@t of Mrs. Buntin with 


to. defire a reconciliation with the family of "reſpe&t. to her mother's fortune from being 


his wife, and to do every a act for that pur poſe; 
1 and to this end the ſecond marriage of lord 


- Angela, with miſs Sareld was probably de- 


* 


an objection to her credibility, it is the high- 

eſt honour to her credit, and ſhews, that ſhe 

ated for the ſake of truth, not from motives 
N 6 1 4 ok 


5 "1 * , 
+ * 


„ that he wicht have 11 in bis 


ily have had ſuch ? It is not 
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8 Roh a afe pointed F: her bak 
ö "and, Who is G not 
yas eswe, be fit boy ektion to bim 
Acerues from his rank in the French ſervice; 
any the improbability vf his being of hi oh 
11 tion in the Profftin Service, Theſe ning 
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Hay only mentions as hearing ft 
Her charadter might have deen in 

ched by witneſſes,” if the agents of the 
Laing lard tould bave dſcdvered ahy Tuch, 
5 rom the nature of the croſs etamination 
y muſt. have been apprized, that ' ſhe was 


mants ; ſo that they had full time for an in- 
. quiry after her, as they found both time and 
opportunity to ſend for Ann Glover to Eng- 
land, and yet never procured a "witneſs, who 
could affect Mrs, Buntin's character: but 
in one inſtance there appears a congruity 
between her teſtimony and that of another 
produced. at another time, and who reſided 
in a country far diſtant from her, Hautrey 
hite's teſtimony is a Rtrong proof, that what 
Wt Buntin ſwore, was fact, as to the ſmall 
ms lady Angleſey had Sad Ke tabs 7s 
time required from lord Angleſey; and ſhews 
the light, in which lord Angleſey conſidered 
her from 1742 till 1746 or 1747. But at- 
tending to the preſent ſituation of Mrs. Bunt- 
in, (EH the former might have been, 
and to which no proof i is applied) ffie now 
appears to be matried, to a perlon of ſubſtance 
and character, and « can. have no inducemeiit 
at preſent to tell, What is not 8 confor- 
mable to truth, . .. 
| The other perſon, preſent at the ſecond 
| marriage of the. claimant Richard's | | 
ther, is Elizabeth EKnigbt; it has been 
thought improbable, ſhe ſhould be brought 
by lady. Aogleſey's filter without the invi- 
tation of lord An gleſey. 
locdſhips: pleaſe. to conſider | * particular 
| ſituation of lady Angleſey, abandoned by 
her father, w 
was natural fe 
ety and zcquaintance: it has been objected 
to Mrs. 
to her character, 
and that there is n witneſs from England 
produced in ſupport. of Ker credit, There 
are, ſeveral. anſwers may . be given to that ob- 


jection ; the firſt and FEAT is, that the 


gentleman, . who appeared, Is known In his 
publick and priyate character as a man of 


veracity and deferying, of credit ; that it is 


not uſual to bring evidence in "ſupport of 'a 
charaQer until impeached ; and if perſons 


gainſt” herſelf 4 pets to 


1 here on behalf of one of the clai- 


mo- | 


no mother to protect her; it 
her ſiſter to procure her ſoci- 


Knight, that a perſon has appeared 
who i is reſident i in lreland; 


expres, 1 date been equally an- 


'yout jordhips with herſelf." | The 

dbje&ion do her credibility arifes only from 
Mr. Carttifchae''s — upon another 
fact. I appel to the actounti be glves, as tb 
her moral character; 'cotidadz and eredit. 
He did not ſpeak poſitively as to the time, 
this lady is faid to have inquired after the 


Gan Richard: he confeſſes; that I it 


had happened, before be Knew Richard Am 
neſley, it would have made but à tranſibnt 
impreſſion upon his mind. If the facts af- 
ſerted by Etizabeth- Knight. be true, thoſt 
atteſted by Mrs. Buntin cannot be falſe; 


they have 1 in all material circumſtan- 


ces, and nothing more than a ſhadow of con- 
Mrs. 


tradiction appears in their teſtimony. ' 
Buntin fpeaks with greater preciſion and au · 
thority, becauſe ſhe was more intereſted than 


the other; and therefore Mrs. Knight, in the 


trifles in which ſhe appears to differ from Mrs. 
Buntin, is not poſitive ; ſhe ſays only, that 
the ladies, ſhe named; were preſent; but 
there might have been others, who eſcaped her 
vbſeryationi. She cannot be certain, whether 
the clergyman was in an eccleſiaſtical habit, 
but i Pe, that his appearance wits _ 
of a cletgyman of the eftabliſhed church, 

In the next place, to come to the np BO 
ing, great odjections are made to the ſponſors 
preſent, major Carrington and Mr. Green, 
both friends of lord Angleſey; one his nephew: 


| but will thoſe objectors diſcloſe, who were 


the ſponſors for lord Valenti ? have they 
been revealed; or their names even mentioned 
at the bar? if not, that muſt be; becauſe 
they could not have done honour to his bap- 
tiſm, or cfedit to the reputed marriage of 
his mother. An ohjection has been taken to 
this clergyman, who ſolemnized this marriage 
in London; he is repreſented as a French 
officer, and an acquaintance of Mr, Hay's, 
but no evidence of that has ever been of- 
feredz his name appears to have been Gold. 

All the objection ariſes from the teſtimony of 
a Popiſh dancing maſter, whom lord Angleſey 


took as a tom panion for four weeks to Lon- 


don, and who, never having heard of a clet- 
gyman of that name, ventured to ſay, that 
no ſuch petſon ever exiſted; but when af- 
terwards particularly afked, declared, that he 
knew not, whether there was or not. Lord 
Angleſey was in England, when he married 
Mrs. Salkeld ; ſhe and her friends were 


ſtrangers to bis family and minor titles: What 
end, he could have in giving a wrong title to 
his 


5 within that 
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his. fan by bei. nk is. Sarma ft 
but had that child been regarded. as illagiti- 
mate, he could not have been honoured with 
any title at all. Elinor” F otherſton does not 
to the fadt of the marriage; but. as to, the Ireland 
attention | paid to the claimant Richar in big 
infancy as the heit of a nobleman ; circum< 
langes from other witneſſes ſtrongſy, corro- 
borate what, ſhe hath ſaid. She lech this 
child 1 in the bands of major. Carriagtch, 
and was afterwards informed, he bad been 
taken away by Mr. Green. "Green appears 
to have been at that time in England, and 
was one of the conduftem of this ud 1 
| Ireland in company with lord Angleſey. tk 


is ſaid to be improbable; that this child, if 


legitimate, ſhould, be committed to Mr. Car- 
rington, while his mother was alive. But let 
your lordſhips attend to the ſithation of his 
mother at that time. This child continued 
fourteen months in the care of the nurſe 3 
period of time his wother, a- 
bandoned by jt fathet;, retired to York- 
thicez had ſeparated from lord Angleſey upon 
account of his marriage with Mrs. Simp- 
| ſon, and therefore he would not truſt her 
wich the care. of His child. It has been far- 
ther alledged to be improbable, that if this 
child was conſidered as the beir of the family, 
he would be brought without atten 
A ſtage coach, 'The teſtimony of the wit- 
neſſes go contrary to that ; Mr, Kavanag 
ſays, he was inet at Newport Pagnel, and 
there taken up and, carried in the coach of 
lord. Angleſey. . Newport lay out, of the 
road of the ſtage coach between London and 
Cheſter ; and it is plain therefore, he could 
not have been brought in the flags coach, 
but in another and more ſuitable carriage: 
and lady Angleſey herſelf ſays, he was attend- 
ed by a particular ſervant; who was kept in 
the houſe, and afterwards married in Ireland, 
Patrick Kavanagh avoids ſaying. any thing 
of his own knowledge 3 but mentions the 
looſe diſcoutſe of two perſons, who in gene- 
ral terms informed him, there was a baſtard. 
child to be brought over to Ireland. It has 
been repreſented, that Green, who went 
cover with the child, was the ſame perſon, who 
ſtood ſponſor ; but it appears, the ſponſor had 
died, and this gentleman was his brother. 
And as to this Green's declarations, his fitu- 
ation is to be attended unto; he then was the 
only ſurviveing. nephew of lord Angleſey, his 
neareſt relation, |intereſted_ in expectation of 
his ſubſtance, and therefore had ſome reaſon 
to repreſent, that the child, he was bringing 
over, did not appear as legitimate. 


roots Dory nown to the friends of 
1 tag : but the was not known, in 


h 


An die on has been widde to the condutt 
of Mrs. Salkeld after ber marriage, and that 


„ neyet was thete,. neither did bet pan- 
nections lie in that kingdom, when it neither 
nſwered lord Angleſey 's. views, nor Mrs, 
ran's ſchemes, to. piomulge.. that. mar- 
nage. Bu ut if NN 
land, have they ſhewn,. what kind of friends. 
he bad there? whather he was likely to have 
many friends, to whom be could ot would in- 
ce her? and this will account for this 
marriage not being. more publicly. b 
in either kingdom. 
It has been N that lord Anglefey, '£00+ 
fidared theſe two: ladies, Mrs, Salkeld and 
Miſs Donovan, in different lights, from the 
different equipages he left with them ; but his 
different ſituation in the two kingdoms will 
account for this particulatity. In England 
he had no houſe. If à chaiſe. was. not pro- 
per. bor. lady Angleſey, it was improper for 4 
miſtreſs. His ſituation with Mrs, Donovan 
was different; ; he lived with her in his man- 
ſion bouſe, and did nothing more, when he 
went to England; than leave the regulating 
it in the ſame way as when preſent. 
It js aid, that Mrs. Salkeld never inquired for 
her child 3 but i it appears, ſhe did inquire from 
Mr. Carrington; and that from the informa- 
tion, ſhe received; aſter he went to Ireland, 
ſhe concluded him dead; In ſome time after 
the marriage with Ann Salkeld the children 
of the former ſuppoſed marriage with Mrs, 
Simpſan were ſent to her; from thence it 
was, that ſhe came to the knowledge of a 
prior aſſerted marriage with the mother of 
thoſe . children. Thus finding herſelf the 
dupe of 2 perſon ſh conceived as martied 
before; and expoſed-to-the-reſentment of her 
father, the withdrew to the protection of her 
mother in 2 diſtant part of England, and 
therefore neyer aſſumed the title of honour, 
which ſhe in that ſtate would have con- 
ſidered as à reflection; and therefore it was, 
that no evidence; ;could teſtify, that ſhe had 


uſed the title in Yorkſhire. In this fituation 


this unhappy lady remained till her death 3 


ſickned of the ſuppoſed injury offered to her 


virtue, and died a martyr to that imagination. 
Was this the conduR. of a tender wife ſink- 
ing to death under. the oppteſſion of her huſ- 
band, and preſerving to the laſt an affection 
to the man by whom ſhe ſuffered, or chat of 
2 miſtreſs. xepreſented as debauched in her 
principals, and Iooſa in her conducb ? 


About 


* . 
—— — 
2 
— A — — ou 
AA 
— —-— — —oͤ— —— 
: 2 8 wy 1 - 2 4 — 
= = L 


* 3 
i q l 
= S 
— — — * ——— 
1 Eee — 44 — 
r 4 > 
> 7 - 0 4 s 
- — 1 — — 
2 —_— 4 os — — 
Px "— N . 
* 7 * 5 a 
- 


6 I; 
. 
„ 15 
Ut 
Az 
oF 
- 
. 


EEE 


_ 8 — 2 A A 4 ä I ——— O 4 - bs _— 2 * os - on a — — Ga» "i —— — Es — —— * * — 2 — N » — FR — TY PR” _ 2 = 

— - — — — 2 — 5 — yp r r ET TS - * 8 5 * — 8 F 9 _ _ 6 "FI — — ey > gs: — — — 1 —— — 2 8 By _ 

> - — 5 6 — * 2 0 . TT — ono - we q 2 - — — * —— — — £ — wage” "= — = » = a n — 
— = — — ba —__ 2 Mn — _ — — een any — — 2 r 8 ou — — - — . — A w by < 2 9 7 bg =, * — 4 = 8 8 = 7 
— . ſk Ro — 4 - _ re I SEE — W —_— = —_ 1 nnr ET Ne EIT Ie 8 = — r k ** —— I EC Spe, a > 24 Fi p 2 n 2 * —— — 
PTL oy * ad Saas — — 8 wr” es. - — — aw — - 0 — — — - — — —— 20S 3 5 222 a 7 22 mare | > 7 N 2 r BE 22 2 Y r. _ . — 4 - —— 4 — . - — 1 wo . 3 — * o . row - * pe ca” WET? a — E. Y 8 * * ä — Tm A — * i — — ls "oi . 
« = Ws. RN my — 3 * — * 1282 — — x Eg << ee — — — — — - — * — "a — 2 © LOI ey rs — Pas ny 3 * _— * „ OI r - > At; 1 a * YATES ba 2 4 W 4 * 2 — 2 „ me — Y : 
: < — — —— — — a * 5 — — — — ——ůů— . rere 4 7 "Ex" Og ob dion SB mn og RI - 8 . > EPR „ 5 > 2 2 if - B » — — — 2 * - — — 
— —— —— — Lad IT 222 « - . . IT n By — . < —— 2 — — — 8 * * 2 2 3 — I — r _— — — N S * K ws N r * 27 Wr 3 * © r * - CIS — — A. — : — — 
. — — = — 2 A nee = — — - — ; = As - 4 * . ” "as . — — «LY « —— — — 4 * Up 2 — a 2 a — —— — — — 
* of 4 4 2 * a y q - 25 1 n » — 4 coy 2 tg 6 — — — — 1 — - EI * — *- *. 2959 — — — * — ” — * ” - — — ” N — * - — 2 —— . — r ²˙ A — 5 
8 Eras C —. — a. TY — —— — * 9 CS — ain + prone wile wee w — r — [ 1·Z 77. og 3 oh or IEC np er err —— — * 2 CE cr * * - r - x7” * 3 Ser . 
8 > - <a — — 2 7, — — — ; - — Ce — — - % 2 , : 6 f 
I — A Meer ran "awd —— — — — —— — — > — => 75 © "= , : of * * 8 -- — — = = 
— d. J * 2 ” > 0 4 
, * , \ - 9 


_ care in directing this 


(96) | 


N 


© Ave 1546 wels tive ts, pi aifriant 
Richard and the fitting lord, were together 
at the manſion houſe” of Tord A 
your lrdſhips'will obfeive'in whit u Kfer 
ent fituation 3 the one the ſon of ac perſon 
not then exiſtirig; an orphan of tefiter years 
deprived of his Wack and of the \proteftivn 


of her friends,” and the child whoſe” family 


had thwarted lofd Angleſey in the material 
object of his purſuit; the other the on 

the riſing favourite, whoſe" influence, 'aItho* 
gaining ground every day, yet was Hot then 


_ able totally to extinguiſh: parental affection 


for the now claimant, until ſhe had attained 
her full height of power, compleated” 'her 
fchemes, | The gradation of this influence 
appears ſtrongly from the ſeveral wills, that 
have been produced. By the will in 1752 
the children are mentioned in the ſame man- 
ner; the like mode of education is pre ſerib- 
ed for both: If the object of lord Angleſey's 
particular kind of educa- 
tion be eonſidered, it operated in fayour of one 


fon no more than in that of the other; it had 
the ſame 'aſpeRt 'as to both; and provided, 


mat if Richard ſhould" attain à ſeat in this 


aſſembly, he ſhould have the qualification for 


it. But in the ſubſequent will the influence 
had expanded; and there a difference is tnade; 
and in the laſt will, obtained in the extre · 
mity of age, the influence is ſtronger, and 


then the claimant Riebard is made te depend 


on the paltry proviſion of one thouſand pounds. 
Richard had no means to proſecute his rights 


but by receiving this legacy; under whatever 


words the cruelty of his father gave it him. 
It has been urged, that the elaimant Richard 
lay byz after lord Valentia had - obtained His 


feat in parliament z but conſider, how this 
acquieſence was.” He was early and *conti- 


nually expoſed to every tepreſentation of the 
tmarria __ of Mts.” Donovan in 1741, and 
the 


e prior marriage with Mrs. Simpſon, 
either of which would have eut up the root 
of his claim. Had he been early apprized of 


the eireumſtanees of it, the marriage in 1741 


had not been \impetiched' *tilt"the opinion of 
me lords of Great Britain was had in 1772; 
and then Richard put in His claim; and that 
was che ney 1 could. dae claimed to 
theſe honours. Kein a din FACES en 

Great uſe has: tear FW what 1 term; 
oY his ingratitude'''ts lady Angleſey, by 
now [chiming his ſeat amongſt your lord- 


2 thips';z'- and it 15% really” ſutptizing, that 


he! ſhould intend to part with his inberi- 
tance for ſo poor a meſs of pottage, a trifl- 


91 
13 


_ annuity, Which he had aright to recover, being 
agleſey; but 


ing belle, me the PEER ne of tis. 


the on ly 'valye given him for bis birth right. 
"0 repoft 'of 15 attörney and ſolicitor ge- 
neral of Ifeland as to the right of lord 
Valentia to bis feat In patfia ent, bas been 
mentio! po LO; 18 | +7"* 9% c ley w 28 
no Pakty' interyeriing in that report, 1 les 
the 'gleateſt reſpect for "that report, and for 
—4 integrity and ability. of the makers of it. 
Bit yout lordſhips muſt recpllect, by what 
wins that report was obtained. 1 is not 
ade uon evidence delivered in publick'; 
aid upon a crofs examination, where the 
whole facts came out; but pon ſuggeſtions 
of affidavits, repated by one party only ; 
and the 'perſon making an affidavit is not 
ſworn todeliver the whole truth, he knows; 3 
but only to verify the. truth, of the ſuggeſti- 
ons of that aMidavit ; his examination goes no 
farther than the matters in the affidavit ; and 
whatever His knowledge of facts, that would 
make fof the contrary party, may be, he has 
Ho power to do it; and this appears, from 
what Mr. Tottenham has mentioned; an af- 
Adavit has been obtained from him as to 4 
, particular fakt, and yet that affidavit has been 
mentioned to his credibillty, and will plainly | 
ſhew, how little reliance there is upon affida- 
vits Prepered by one party, and which are 
in fact the Words of the Paton, who chuſes to 
| png it. : | 
The counſel, for the fitting 190 W fur- 
ther ſuggeſted, that the claimant Richard 
Anneſley las declined entering into circum- 
ſtances as to the otiginal marriage, under 
which he claims; and that lord Valentia had 
entered into too many, and ſhewed him the 
danger of being ſo minute. But this could not 
have been his motive; fot Richard Anneſley's 
caſe was ſtated, and the circumſtances fully 
opened, before that of lord Valentia was in 
any manner gone into. 

It has been mentioned, that no ETSY 
of character and reputation has been pro- 
duced: by any claimant,” to ſhew there was 
no reputation of 4 marriage between lord 
Angleſey and Mrs. Donovan before 1752; 
but Mr. Tottenham and Stopford Fi ielding 
have gone directly to that point. e 

- There is a further objection made from the 
laſt will of lord Angleſey; it has been re- 
preſented as the ſolemn act of a man juſt en- 
tering into an account with his creator, and 

on the confines of eternity. Such let me allow 
it to be. By this ſolemn act he has thought 
fit to intitle Richard his natural fon. But 


ner this 


(tan) 


this is tne binkon anly;h6t f W 
Thereſis a law, whichiullows'theitegitimation 
uf prior children under a fubiequem marriage. 
That however is not / the prinoiple of the dom. 
mon aw; but ik peoutir cut of 2thind, 
tour of Nudyy :dxRHhoearcifice-bfaorhery, had 
put the cunon la into ihe handbof ford An- 
gleſeyz he would natu ray have emertaitied 
a notiou, that the ſubſequent) marriage had 
legiiimated the prior children ʒ and. might in 
his will have choneffly made a decharation of 
that belief. In cuſes of murder, 1'bonfeſs; 
the laſt words of the dying perſon are at- 
lowed of. But there the preſumption ig ithat 
no man ſonear the berge of eternity will cauſe. 
teſly oocaſidn thereby dhe death of ian inno- 
tent perſon ; and beſides; a man in ſuch ſi- 
tuation ſpeaks to a peſivive' fact; of Which 
he: unhappily bas been tod good a judge, 
any does not ſpeak td mutter of opinion only. 

It has been faidy. that Mr. Anneſſey of Bat- 
9 (and eſpecially in obtaining the rectipt 
from Mrs. Donovan, that has been mentioned 
in evidence) acted under a belief, thut a mar- 
ringe bad been cclebrated : but no ſuch thing 
is to be collected from his conduct or decla- 
tation: the utmoſt; that can be inferred from 
both, is, that he was pleaſed with having 


means to counteraR- the pretence of a mar- 


rlage be had heard off, if it ever . be 
aſterwards attempted to be ſet u. 
The nature of the evidence of Shepherd 
French will only ſhew, the difficulty there was 
to procure proper ſociety for lady Angleſey, at 
the time when it was thought proper to divulge 
her marriage; and then in what ſtate muſt ſhe 
have been regarded before, when no other 
 viſmorseould be found for her, when her dig- 
nity was to be exhibited” to the World, but 
the wives of the tradeſmen of Roſs; ' Who 
might-be juſtly called the quality ot Brentford. 
Mr. Fielding's teſtimony bas been ob- 
joQed to, becauſe he cannot recolls& every 
circumſtance minutely, that happened in the 
courſe of a long examination and crofs exa- 
mination, and did not refreſh his memory by 
the minutes of the proceedings before the 
lords at Weſtminſter: had he done this; the 
objection to him would have been urged 


much ſtronger, by obſervations that he was 
forced to have recourſe to memorandutmns 
to enable him to give his teſtimony here. 


Elizabeth Smally was produced here and in 


England to prove a pocket book, ſhe found 
with Kavanagh at bis death; and upon a pe- 
ruſal of that pocket book there: appears an 


* - of © ye between other perſons, 


mon when wutled upon tor: thut purpoſe} 
bit none ſuch appeary of bnd Anglefe y 


Dhewonſoquetenof Nr; Tottenlinms &cſtit 
mony bus indeed the-eomſel i tor rhe ffefing 


lord tb make every che ttibm to ity but 


anſwer tocthat "Chas 
tager:and!icredit, qiiſdb cn, f hib whole 
conduct thrb/:lifegiand? hi behaviout in de! 
hrering his weden From his teſtimony it 
appears; ai letter häs been produced to hit 
whictche tray treated with harſher terms; tha 
ſhalt uſe; He informed your lordſhips, thit 
an alteration in the daie has bren made. 1 


fhobld not tale notiee of his, but för au 


obſervation made on the certificate of 174; 
that prutics/ has been uſed in altering the 
date uf that certificate; and therefore it is 
not impobable, that the [ſame hand; *capable 
of. altering Mr. Tottenbany'sletter,) had" alſd 
interfered in altering the date of the; gertifi- 
date, It is ſaid, Mr. Tottenham oacknows 


ledged the title of lord Valentia:; but the 
letter is addreſſed voa e ef, per: 're= 


lm to diſputes as td her ed. 
Phus have I endeavoured to liynbelded 
your lordſhips ſuch oircumſtances vf an 
obſetvations upon this. ciel hs had o fed to 
me, and ſeemed aunteue bed byte gemlemen, 
who preceded” me in : ſpeaking to this cuſe 
and theſe; however crude; I have vent red 
to ſubmit unto your lordſhi ps, convinerd that 
you will 2xouſe even the modeſt voices © that) 


attempts to clear up any purt of an N 
ſo Dag eg. Per N 19A it 


hen z T8601 gu bahnt accord 

159 nwo zin al 1 Jer „i s 153 
. Prius 8 e jw Lord alzu 

J 440 $03 00 ae en 


n Ea b chis injortaiit W e 
wards a deciſion, in which your jord- 


attentton, as can be equalled i in the —_ _- 
Athens; of Rome, oc even of Britain. 
A the ſtrongeſt terms of ridicule aan re- 


proach, which the | warmth” of imagination 


and the ſeverity of: language could throw on 
any cauſe, can be fuppoſed to have made any 
impreſſion upon this noble aſſembly, the ad- 
vocates for lord Valentia mult. be heard with 


ſome degree of ptejudice and diſtruſt; and if 


the fine flights of fancy, the elegance of lan- 
guage, the brilliancy of wit, and the poig · 
naney of humour may claim the victory, we 


are beaten quite out of the field: Phe Sous: 


Ddd ſel 


at! which OhaflesNabanagli was: prefellt; 
and of which! he his made vt particukis vis 
try do enable him te. ſupport it by liiontetti 


ſhips have ſhewun as patient and dipnified an 
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Wen decline ive Tpoken with the 
wreateſt- ingenuity, but but ſeem to) Ihe in one 
inſtanet to havr departed from the das of 
their enuntry; they have made uſe of the 
torture ; they hade put the evidence on the 
rack, and endeaybuEL forcibly to extort con- 
feſſions from it, which: yoluntarily t never 
would have made IIchall ende av dur to re- 
place and unite the torn! and Yisjointed limhe, 
and to Jet your Jordſhips hear its real => 
natural language and ſentiments ? fb, 
The evidence bas been ſtated Apen 
ale. with; great cability- and! in the ful- 
and moſt candid manner by the gentle 
mky,, who has; preceded me at the-fame fide; 
It is my purpoſe to lay the: caſe (before: your 
lordſhips with the utmoſt plaĩneſs and ſim- 
plieity. I conſider myſelf, at this bar a8 2 
miniſter of juſtice aſſiſting only the inveſti. 
gation-of truth; that is the true and reſpec 
table idea of the charaQer: of an advocate; 
I ſhould be unhappy indeed, if any thing, I 
ſhall ſay; was to miſlead the judgment of any 
one of your lordſhips: the oppoſite. on 
complain of pathetie euch We 3 N 
complain, of their.own arts. 
The fact to. bt proved by us is: a pros: 


bablecin- itſelf, namely, that a nobleman in 


che decline of life, poſſeſſed of great eſtates 
and high deſtendable honours, with a paſſion 
for a ſon to ſucceed to his titles and fortune, 
ani an averſion to his\ ſucceſſor, ſhould mar - 
ry a handſome young woman of good family, 
tho og no fortune, by whom he had at that 
time a certainty of having iſſue. That he ſhould - 
reſort. to the park and pick up for a wife, 
the ſiſter of a kept miſtreſs, would have been 
improbable indeed, but that he ſhould ga- 


ther a roſe, that bloomed in his own garden, 


is ſurely moſt natural and probable. The 
fact to be proved on the other ſide i is moſt 
improbable;'conſifts of ctimes of the moſt 
atrocious nature, of perjury and forgery, of 
bich the ſtricteſt proof ought to be required, 
and where no preſumptions are to be admit- 
ted againſt the perſons accuſed; Whenever 
a fact is: probable in itſelf, ſlighter proof will 


ſatisfy'y but if improbable and importing a 
criminal charge againſt any oe 5 


ſtricteſt proof will be require. 
This caſe muſt be determined * IR 


of evidence, which are of the utmoſt impor- 


tance in our conſtitution. . The preſervation. 


of the properties, lives, and liberties: of the 


ſubje& depend upon the obſervation: of thoſe 
laws, in which your lordſhips ate pecu- 


liarly intereſted ; the peers of theſe realm 


«+ 9 
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ape in ſormet times ſuffered more by th 
violation; of them, than any other body of 
men; they "require; proof by witneſles, or 
writing, or ſtrong and violent preſumptions; 
but light preſumptious and: ſurmiſes are to- 
tally diſregarded by the generous law of Bri- 


tain and Leland; which ircjeRts and deſpiſes 


ſuſpiciensy as: 4 rale of conduct fit! only for 
the regions: of deſpotiſm where Amte 
preeiſion, and © certainty; are un 
and hefe the eſtates, Icvesz and honburs of 
the ſubject are conjectured away. If this 
great barrier of common ſerurity, the deter- 
mining by rules of evidence, ; eſtabliſhed by 


the wiſdom} of our anceſtors and the expe 


riener of ages; is once overthrown; the 
deareſt rights of men would be n 
protected by the Jawss:: R gn 14 
Having laid don the clear ad f b 
m that are to govern” this caſe, I 


marriage: but in one reſpect I. ſhall take a 


I will not begin with the teſtimony of lady 
Angleſey ; 1 will firſt go thro! every other 


material part of the caſe, and then bring her 


teſtimony to. ſtamp the ans nn of 
truth on the whole, - - 
- The firſt-part of the 0 to. be 3 
is the certificate of the 15th of September 


wor 


1741. I am, glad to find: there is one point, 


on which the gentlemen of the bar are not to 
waſte your-lordſhips time by debate ; we are 


agreed in one material particular, that a cer- 
tifcate of marriage is evidence, but not con- 


cluſive 2 that has been the conceſſion of the 
firſt gentleman, that ſpoke, and I do not de- 
ſire to carry it farther; a certificate of mar- 
riage in che hand- writing of the elergyman, 


and ſigned by him; is ſome evidence of the 


marriage; we have proved the certificate to- 
be all the hand · writing of Mr. Neil, a cler- 
gyman of the church of Ireland, who took 
two degrees in our Univetſity ; the certificate 

would baye been evidence without any atteſta- 


ſhall proceed to conſider the evidence of the 


different method ſtom the other gentlemen, 


. 
, 
1} 


tion; the names of the two witneſſes are 


material only to ſhew, that this writing is 


not to receive credit, becauſe their names are 
forged; but here the proof, that their names 


are forged, lies on the claimants z they are to 


Prove. it by poſitive witneſſes, of which there 


is no attempt; or by circumſtances. - 


Before I enter particularly into the conſi- 


deration of the certificate, give me leave to 
obſerve, that this caſe. begins with circum- 
ſtances, which naturally lead to the event, that 


happened, mal cg not to eee for, 


if 


* a marriage was not then intended. 2 to 
Angleſey bad returned from Wales jmm i- 
ately; after, the death of his former wife, an 
fome few days before the marriage in queſtion, 
with bis chaplain; Mr. Neil 1m; ediately s 
upon his coming to, Roſs: he left it in haſte, 
did not wait for his equipage, but went mY 
Neil to Camolin-park. in a, one-horſe « chair 
which was never uſed by his lordſhip, i in any 
pon inſtance 3 It appears by accident fri 

a, witneſs, not produced for the pur 


poſe, 1 that 
Nixon Donovan was at the Park at that time, 
| /anagh was con ſtantly. refi- 
e ** ſteward to his lord- 
7.3 ; * 
The. g of this * hines 
itſelf into two parts z firſt, the intrinſick evi- 
' dence of the certificate itſelf z ſecondly the 
extrinſick evidence, or the proofs by witneſſes 
r circumſtances. Examine i it &rſt, under the 
de of intrinſick evidence; - it will appear 
2 by looking thro a good maghify- 
ing glaſs, that the body of the certificate and 
e hames Laurence Neil, Nixon Donovan, 
and Charles Kavanagh, were writteh with a 
Iplit pen, the nib of which divided in mak- 
ing the ſtrokes; I have on paper the very 
letters, that appear, to be ſo written, -and can 
| point exery one of them out, particulatly 1 1 
the name Charles Kavanagh ; but it wt 
ot be proper, when I conſider; before whom 
| ſpeak, to waſte your time by obleryations 
on lines and letters, If therefore it is a cer- 
rain truth, .and on this I would put the event 
of the cauſes that this was all written with ſuch 
a pen, conſider the neceſſary inferences from 
thence ; they are theſe. Can it be thought, that 
a man ſhould ſit don to commit a forgery with 
A ſplix pen in his hand, with which he could 
ſcarcely write, which could not draw one fair 


FL : * 
* e 


line, but diſappointed the intent of the writer. 
in every ſtroke ? I ſhould think it as proba- 


ble, that a man intended to act the character 


of harlequin i in a pair of jack · boots; 3 or that 
to draw a ſtriking like- 
de his pencil, and take | up 


a; painter, wiſhin 
neſs, ſhould lay 1 


the trowel of a maſon. To believe it a for- 


ike 


iatrinfick evidence is, that the paper was 


folded up, before the ink was dry, and by. 


turning one part of the paper upon the other, 


the writing was blotted in ſeveral places, and 


: * impreſſions of parts of the letters on the 


f 44 


gery then we mult ſuppoſe, that to make it 
5 an inſtfument was uſed, that muſt 
p neceſſarily prevent the * 3 this cit- 
cumſtance appears to me deciſive againſt the 
imputation of forgery. Another part. of the 
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lower 71 of the paper are viſible on the v 
this was a forgery, great pains - 
da been taken to make i it like, but leaſt the 
10 137 ſhould be too. exact, time is not 
1 the ſetters to ry, but It is folded 
xhen wet to efface the reſemblance. two 
4 minutes of time, | A grain of And, 1 
a Mk otting-paper, are not to be waſtes 
on au inſtrument, that is ſaid to have bee: 
contrived, to impoſe uy; courts of juſtice, a 
to deceive . fity. Lady Angleſey men- 
tions, that e was not t ſure, whet er Neil gave 
ber the certificate after the ceremony : ; the rar 
ther belieyed not but that he handed it t 
lord Angleſey, who  fometime that day, bik 


| not immediately, gave it to her; which ac- 


counts naturally for putting up this paper, be⸗ 
fore the ink was dry; ; this oung woman muſt 
have thou he, this paper ſo precious a' depo= 
lite, that ſhe would have put it up with the 
greateſt care and cautioh ;, but lord Angleſey 
bad. probably not the ſane attention to it, an 
might have put it ati into his pocket. 
Attempts to Raten are ever attended with 
circumſtances of. deliberation, aft, and de- 
lign, but this has evety mark of a writing 
written in haſte 3 blots, Sudden; and altera- 
tions in letters, either finiſhed or begun a 
other © letters, appear clearly to have beer 
miſtaken by accident, and after wards ſet right 
currente calamo. * All theſe little inaccuracied 
ſhew that this was not a writing framed to 
impole'v upon the world, or of the authenticity 
of which, it was ſuppoſed, any doubts could 
be afterwaids entertained. 

If this was all artifise, it was deeper po 
licy than that 6f the elder Brutus, who 1555 
ſaid to have carried on treaſonable _— 
under the countenante of ari idiot; _ 

A further intrinſiek circuinſtanet appeats 
from comparing the two certificates of 1741 
and 1752 ; they have been equally in uſe, 
yet the paper of 1741 is worn to pieces, tho” 
of a ſtronger and coarſer kind than that of 
1752, upon which time has ſcarcely made 
any impreſſion ; ; this is naturally acccounted 
for from the difference of time, and the fact 
of keeping the certificate of 1741 in different 
places, ſometimes in the robings of a gown. 

There is alſo a difference in the colour of 
the two papers ; the oldet fromi lyitg by lon- 
ger is become date than the other; the 
name Nixon Donovan to the certificate of 
1741 is written by a hand net uſed to buſi - 
neſs, and not formed, and is therefore likely 
to have been written by a young man, ſuch as 
Ni ixon Donoyan is deſeribed to have been 

who 
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MA it is wad,” ee Kava Als 1 
m 1 ſeveral e of the exhibits, There is v6 
if mill ſitude, that'ca cannot 2 ACC ounled for” by 
15 jülttument;! mage e of, 5 A firikin inftanc 
f 95 may | be found. in the all. lette K of 

151890 t WY 17 15 Ge is, that 


peveratly of it 
. Lat“ once 
VI # ere are fome 
T A ibis on which 15 name Charles 
5 is written, -ſeverpl f times on the ſame 
1 of paper compare dne with another, 


and you, will. find ſome of the fig n#tures on 
the fa ame Paper, 1755 all acknon ledged_ to be | 
others, as as 


his hand writings? AS different from, 
the name to this certificate | is di geren from 
ang one of thoſe exhiblrs,. to which It is leaft 
like ; &. there i 1s a ümilitude i in the gener 1 cha- 
actef, tho ſome letters may be unlike ; no- 
thing is is more different than the writing « of the 
ſame man at different t times; give x me, leave to 
refer, to your Tordſhips recolleftion, y whether 
you. have” not been „eme times at a Jos to te 
diſcover Four, ow. Lys when many years 
have intervened ; ce the he writing; gentlemen 
5 17 bar haye, in & e inſtances not t known 
deir own writing, when "their 5 
. 2 Se ne .of time, k haye een laid 

efore_ tblem on 
An. objetion has, 
th at the Paper, on 
written, is the lame 3 but it is clearly © other- 
wiſe 3, the coronets and wires are totally dif- 
ferent and there i is no, doubt, chat the aper 
rent, bY is 7 8 chat 4 4 raſure ap- 


been moch Ne bpe bon, 


is ie 


peats in the date o it; I cannot agree to 


that affertion 4, there. is,; a letter altered, but | 


not {truck out, and there is not the ſmalleſt © 


appharance of a raſure ; 3 the figure, 5 Was 
W in 1 and not Upon, a Aue The 


155 har letter Shs "A fairneſs oi the der- 


4 


the oY; doub a gures to which the, d, 
app ly, it w 5 , £qually apſwered the 
lod A Ang! e % s being at the Park. 


time. FE 

This e. teration i part of a figure, which ap- 
. p&ars 0 be done, as the. pen run A ong, forti- 
fies the fevgral obſervations, that Thave 1 made. 


on; the intrinſick evidence of this Paper, which 


it Ny if 22 date. was | the 22d, or 55 


7m 285 Dy 


| 


ich the 1 EL are. 
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ahi ede een 


Tue ekt ou 
epidenee given in ſupport of it; ang Hrſtz it 


mut de taken for granted; that che body f 
the Eerdificite, ind the Fignitute to It; ite fully 
þiovet” to de the Hand. writing of Baurence 
Neil ; Bis, hephe w proved it; and the cbünttl 
Weft Sther fide” did not think it neceſfaty to 
craſs EXaitiine | Him z Mr. Maſterſon proves, 
that Neft publickty and ſolemnly ac nOwW 
ledged it, 2 dechited the truth &f we W 
cbreifiee'by it, before af elt number or per. 
Tons; fit 1 fey of 'whoth have ſigtled the 
ſecond certificate, which recites the acknbws 
Jedpwetit” and "declaration ; and the hand- 
writings and deaths O thoſe perſons have been 
at proved,” Maftitfeiexcepted; Who has 
pile the ſecond certificate;” The objectlonz 
made to our not proving that the certificate , 
of 1941 Wis the hakd-writing of Neil; f. 
only, at it is che intention of the claimänts 
to make*objeQions to gilittefs The moſt gleat 
for the putpoſe of tHrowing every” thing in 
this cafe” ihto coffuſion® and wneettaine 
there is no evidence” ättempted to de biieg, 
Mat Neil ever contradlicted this acknowle! 
enk or ehe ttütb, of w tt I contained iu 0 
certificate" or 1741, except by one withiefs 
the noted Elizabet Smafly; the” ſays, in 4 
mödtb alter the mürtiege Neil came to fol net 
at Her Houſe at Bray, and ſaſd, I have 
40 nartied © your ſiſter ; to whom, fald PF? 
4 to lord Angleſey; fas ne. Good Gg, 
4 id 1. . made but a certificate, fays 
« % hes T'wrote the body; and Lans _ Cor- 
« 'elius Donovan put che names; it Was 
« $r6ught down at the püblick a, 
4 Jord Anglefey aſked, is this your! hand- 
on . writing! ? yes, fald 1, 1 wil give y eat 
* Off it. But would you give your: oath, that 
* you martied them in that year? Nö, not 
«for the World. This converlatigin,,” it 
„ fſtems, was without the leaſt reſerye'or pro- 
miſe of {ectegy ; and after the had heatd this 
„ ftory from 10 me made an affidavit; that he 
was an honeft man, and of good morils'; 3 but 
pretends, at the time of making. her affidavit 
that ſhe" did hot know, what the matter in 
diſpute was; and the vety certificate, to which, 
ſhe' formerly fwore, Cornelius Donovan bad 
for orged the name of Nixon Donovan, me now 
ſwears, is not the fame, that was produced to 
her on her examination in England the is 
contradifted by ſeveral witneſſes 'of eredit, 
has grofly y contfadicted her former teſti- 
mony, and is now admitted” by” the cbun⸗ 
ſel 
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_— n "ore 17 Fo the throne: | But it 
ked, | whether] lord Valentia will object to 
| is « own witneſs ? and it has been confident- 
ly Gaig, that be 6wes his ſeat to her teftimo- 
N Conſider, the 10 bject matter of her afl 


examine her to the time of Kavanagh's death, 
As Kavanagh died i in her houſe; is it ſuppoſed 
that he owed his ſeat to the proof of the time 
of Kayanagh's death? It appears, that Neil 
married her, and it was probable, that ſhe. 
could give ſome. account of his character: : 
her affdavits in favour of lord Valentia re- 
lated only to, thoſe two particulars, which 


vere not material, and in which ſhe happen+ 


ed to ſwear truly-:. but ſhe is produced by 
Mr. John Anneſley to the deciſive part of 
ths caſe,, and, my examined for him, ap- 
ears to be grolly. and willfully perjured, 
hey found; that this woman had made an 
1 5 for the noble lord; the report of the 
Attorney and ſolicitor 12 might have in- 
formed them of that fact; and their taking 
up one of our witneſſes, and the figure ſhe 
makes in their hands, is moſt remarkable. 
Tho! no advantage! is now deſired to be ta- 
ken of this woman's teſtimony, yet the firſt 
Joubt, entertained of the title of the noble 
lord 10 the Engliſh honours, arvſe from her 
evidence, 1 
I am now warranted” to tay, that Nell 
neyer conttadicted his acknowledgement ot 
the certificate and marriage of 1741, tho 
he lived eight years after ſuch acknowledge- 
ment, and nineteen years after ſigning the 
certificate, and that he never uttered a” word 
. againſt the truth of the facts mentioned in 
it, tho' he is ſaid to have been an indifcreet 
man, who now and then took too free a 
glaſs. If a good man, he would not have 
kept the ſecret of a forgery ; and if a bad 


man, he would have revealed it for ſome ' 


- purpoſe beneficial to himſelf z and it is not 


to be credited, that a man in poſſeſſion of 


ſuch a ſecret ſhould, have lived wretchedly 
poor, and been contented with a miſerable 
ſupſiſtence of twenty pounds a year, when 
"By had an carl with a great eſtate in his pow- 


His poverty, after the great ſecret of 


nenen be 4 bell e w 


davits zit was natural for "lord. Valentia to 


His conduct 


2 821 are e variable. 


this family was u committed to his breaſt, 


all belief; hg the character Poke 
clergyman n exempts hi hit Co" ne Alf an of 


having guilty of 0 trociolus 1 crime. 
t Mr. Wr John Ki | et door Mifts, 
ſpeak | hi ighly. of 1 5 "the grab 1747 and 


oral min; ent 


7 tie eltem Ls his | pariſtijohers and" that 


Mr. Buckley, 
very de elicate in the. Ehbite of Turates, had 
rejected "Teveral” from ridt vin g been (uM. 
viently alſured of their morals and good Cn 
duct, phe; employed bim ftom his good cha- 
rafter; which muſt go 6 back to f diſtarice of 
time antecedent to 174); and does not bon 
fine the evidence to nine months only of his 
life, 4 has been ſaid : y the flagle witneſs a- 
gainſt bim has given ati account of him for 
one night only, aa 6 le but one act 
of indiſcretion they Have ettabliched his cha- 
rafter. But it ſeems, thete is no fact or cir- 
cumſtance in favour of the noble lord, that 
is not to be done aw dy by by lome ingenuity. 

a3 a curate is faid, to have been 


all hypocriſy ; but it does not 


an upright honeſt man; and that no body 
could impeath him but för being too fond of 
a glaſs ; which will make, what is ſaid by 


Mt. Maſterſon and Mr. Tottenham, in ſome 


reſpect conſiſtent. Mr. Maſterſon probabl; 
was preſent at the public meeting at Camolin 


park, or he muſt bave heard of it; it made 


no impreſſion on his mind, but he gave him 
a good charater, Mr. Tottenham gives 


an account of dining with. Neil at Camo- 
lin on Holy-rood day, and mentions an 
act of levity and highly reprehenſible: but 
ſurely a man may haye a good moral mind, 


tho“ he was guilty of ſuch an indecorum. 
But what was it? They had drank freely, 


Mr. Neil was in liquor and danced in- 
decently with a blackmore boy. Mr. Tot- 
tenham indeed ſaid, he was not intoxicated, 


he was as ſobet as in the morning. To ſay 
a man had drank all the evening, and to 
draw the exaQ lines of that man's under- 


ſtanding, particularly when you are a ſtran- 


ger to him, requires uncommon ſagacity : 


that opinion of Mr. Tottenham's was ill 


founded: The man could” not have the 
underſtanding, be was poſſeſſed of in the 
morning; but muſt have been intoxicated in 
a ſmaller or greater degree. The opinions of 
; Os: do the facts ſay ? 
. e "You 


his being contented i in fuck A fltuation, "th 


I: 748 3s 00 
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e port br of Rathdrum, was 


there: 
Mr. Maſterſon” ſays, be hdd the teputation of : 
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knowledge, 


(a) 


e he wet 
Lt fats M Ar-, Toben 
h he was. | ot fo much 


hay im — 70 
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Nat” 


uld ſuppdſe; he 
985 . Would 
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Was 1 0 or. "feet Fi, marriage | in 1741 or 


1752. W here A. man, who gives an opi- 
nion, cannot recolleg le eircuinſtances of 
the fact, from which he ormed it, his opi⸗ 
nion muſt have lefs, weight i in ſuch a Caſe ; 
and the time is material; as it appears, that 
in,1752 Neil was fo infirm from the gout as 
not to be able to ſtand without difficulty. I ac- 
Mr. Tottenham does ſay, Mr, 
Neil. had a moſt infamous character: 1 but he 
did not know: ide man, never, was in his 
company before, nor reſided in, any pariſh, 
where he was curate, and, gives no reaſon 


-his belief except this indecent and ridi- 


culous Incident. about the blackmore 19900 


| to > lard po a whon Mrs, 1. was 1 


carded ; from having been in his lordſhip! 5 
confidence, tho unconcerned in that affair, he 

probably ſhared the odium, that the and her fa- 
mily raiſed againſt that lord and thoſe connec- 
ted with him ü ſome of that lady $ deſcendants 
appear to have tongues and pens, of which 
they haye made a pfetty free uſe; and even 
at this very hour the aſhes of the dead are 


to be diſturbed to injure the cauſe of the liv- 


ing, and the character of Neil is the topic of 
every news paper; is it not probable, that 
the ſame induſtry had been uſed againſt him 
when living, that now purſues bis memory ? 
It is ſaid, that from his having been chaplain 
to lord Angleſey he could not have been a 


good man; but a more moderate inference 


may be drawn from that circumſtance, | name- 
ly, ſome of the abuſe, directed againſt lord 


- Angleſey, muſt naturally have faſlen upon 
Mr. Neil's head; and this obſervation may 


account for the reports, Mr, Tottenham 6 


Neil 35 but from the cir- 
0 have more ' weight 


,inqui 
| "Tiſh where the counſe for the claimants ten 


| diſtreſs, 


have 5 is "th prejutee'6f this maß. Mt 
the evidence in his favour is not of his con- 
Lid upon a fit 1 of feſtivity and debanch, 
but in . Gickdte 'of the'moſt JniÞortatit | 
Julie; of | bis fuldtion, ”” Sutely "this Will 
mo with "Your Toraſkips;" With 
evidence of what he did, When he was not 
maſter, of himſelf” and had nor Hits Veto de 
t guide him; and owever lightly" the charde. 
ter of a poor curate may 5 treated, yer it Te 
will have due weight with” your” vfdthipe, 
when y you find bim atteſting one of the. 6. 
lemn acts of his function. There ate for 
witneſſes. produced - by lord Valentia, the 
croſs examination. of ofie of the claimants 
witneſſes, and the affidavits of ſeveral perſons 
who are dead, all in favour of Wr. Neils 
character. It is objekted, that we hive ot 
1 after his Condack at St, Lüke“ 


us, he was curate; we would have inquired 


there, if we had known the fact. It muſt be 
preſumed, that they made the inc Juiry, and 
; that it did not allfxer their purpoſe Ch the 
| pariſhioners of St. Luke would probably 


have given as good a a character of bim, as 

the pariſhioners of Rathdrum. A further 
circumſtance in favour of Mr. Neil's charac 
ter ls, that he was conſidered by his brethren 
as a proper object of their compaſſion, and 
was "Toppotied by. the contribution of the 
clerzy of his dioceſe ; which ſtews not only, 

that he was not a ptofligate man, but at 
the the ſame t time proves bis poverty and 


F / 


The icke leg ent of the ttuth of this 


certificate by a cler yman, at that time ſo 


infirm as to be obliged to fit, and then an 


old man, and his perſevering in that acknow- 
ment to his death, muſt have great weight 
in a queſtion of legitimacy, | and in ſuch a 
caſe is evidence as much, tho” in legal accep- 
tation not ſo ſtrong, as if he had ſworn it. 
If we went no further into the proof of this 
certificate, than by proving the before men- 


tioned ſeveral facts and circumſtances, to- 


gether with. a cohabitation for many years 


agreeabe to it, we apprehend, it would 'be 


ſufficiently proved in every court of juſtice, 
and your lordſhips will inyeſtigate this cauſe, 
and decide by the ſame known and eſtabliſh- 
.ed rules. The proof then againſt the cer- 


tificate lies upon them; they are to prove 
the names, Nixon Donovan and Charles 
Kavanagh, or one of them, to be forgeries; 
and it is not, as we apprehend, neceſſary for us 
to go. farther. But we have . farther, and 

e = 
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writing of Nies 1 was not r peored, 


it would not be matter of ſurprize,. He was 
Avery young: man, in the army, and died a- 
| bout nineteen or twenty years of age onti-n 
great diſtance of time has intervened ſinee his 


was. the ſcheme, that his name ſhould haue 
been forged | It muſt have been very diſßeult 
to have got a precedent; from which. to imitate 
his. writing in the year 1752; for from his 
ſit vation in life he could not be ſuppoſed to 
haye written a great deal. The forging the 
name of a witneſs, whoſe hand writing could 
ſcatcely be proved at the time, when it ſhould 
be neceſſary, would have been laying inſur- 
mountable difficulties on themſelves :;It would 
be the cunning, of children, who often hide ſo 
carefully, that they are ſeldom able to find. 

Cornelius, his brother, has deen pro- 
due, and tai, he believed, that bog 
were, married. in 1741. He muſt then be⸗ 
lieve the certificate. of 1741, and; that the 
name Nixon Donovan was - written by 
his brother; and yet. he is. not produced to 
the hand writing of Nixon Donovan, nor is 
Richard Donovan, the other. brother: it is 
accounted for, why they. cannot probe it; 
but their not attempting to do it removes 
every imputation of à ſcheme in this family 
to eſtabliſh forgery by perjury. Is lady An- 
gleſey the only perſon of her family, who 
would, ſwear untruly ? I ſhould rather be- 
lievs, chat if all her family were ſo diſpoſed, 
ſhe alone would not depart from the truth. 
But it is objeQed, that it is improbable in it- 
ſelf, that a young trooper ſhould be a wit- 
neſs to this marriage, and that the Jady's 
mother was not: they have firſt informed 
vou, ſhe was a woman of indiſeretion, not 
fit td be truſted; and then wonder, that 
lady Angleſey, a woman of $20. ſenſe, ſhould. 
not have truſted her, 


Nixon was a very fine young Sellaw: 3: the- | 


earl had taken a great liking to him, and in- 
vited him to live in his houſe, where he con- 
tinued to his death in November 1741. Up- 
on whom could lord Angleſey depend more 
than upon this young man, for whom he 
could have ſo eaſily provided? Lord Angle- 
ſey had been a military man himſelf, and pro- 
bably took up this young ſoldier. as a man 
of ſpirit and honpur, upon whom he could de« 


pend. It was natural, that lady Angleſey. 


ath, | How improbable then, if a forgery. 


ſhould have taken a kkiog to a young bro- 
ther, but a little older than herſelf, and ſhould 


* placed a eonſidence ia him: It does not 


appeur, that the motiierꝭ or any bf the family; 
except Nixon, was at Oumblin park at that 
ume. It: has been mentioned, that 'there 

was (a very 'reſpeQable»farnilyin-themeighs 
88 :t6 Which ſhe wus allied :>but:5f 


dees not appear, that lotd Angleſey had any 


connection with that family. None were ſu 
likely to be called upon a Qharles 'Kavataghy 
a tan f gDο¶ cHaracter, and much 
byJard: Angleſey, „and his young nm whis 
was in the-ednfvlrnde-vhech. my lord and 


heywoygorg ba ln ei iar Rent an on tw 


The firſt witaeſdi tou the .hand-writing'-of | 


— Donbvan id Anthony Ryah; Ryan 
went to ſehool- With. 3 a" year and u 
half, lived in the [fame wwn, and was in 
great intimacy Wwithihim ;bwas afterwards: in 
1737 or 1738 in the: ſame negiment and troop 
with him, conſtantly kept up an adquaintanee 
with him till his leaving the regiment on 
furloy in Auguſt 174% and accompanied him 
part of the way. He often wrote in a 


book of Nixon Denpvahbsz and Nixon Do- 


novan often in his; and thete wyds a book; 
that the maſter gabe hin om his leaving ſchool; 
containing, as he ſays,” al} his little learning; 
which is comtnon among the lower people: 
Nixon Donovan had written his name in this 
book j Ryan kept this bobk, Which had alſo 


ſome other Writing of Donovan's im it, for 


fifteen or ſixteen years after his death, and 
had his hand writing in his poſſeſſion to the 
to make an affidavit in 17633 conſequently 


he had ſeen that bobłk ſix or ſeven years, be- 


fore he made the firſt oath às to his hand writ- 
ing. This man has been uniform in the ſame 
evidence fot ſeveral years; his affidavit and his 
two examinations are conſiſtent in every part; 


many cireumſtances to make his evidence 


probable ; their learning to write together, 
their intimacy, living in the ſame town, en- 
teting in the ſame troop, thè time of the'for- 


low, and of Dohovan's death, and the Copy 


book. There cannot be - clearer. evidence 


than that of the band writing of Nixon Dono- 


van by this mam; for it is not only proof of 


the hand writing by ſimilitude, but the ſtrong- 


eſt reaſons have been aſſigned for his know-' 


ledge, that can be given dy a man for know. 
ing the hand writing offancther: fo far then 


there is no doubt; but? that this man muſt 


have ſatisfied your lordfhips, that it is the 
hand writing of Nixon Doncvan, unleſs there 


is 


r 


regarded 
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but he had indorſed the initial letters of his 


tt * e agents in this kingdom; and 
was no more, than what is uſual and proper on 
ſuch an oechſion. But it! is ſaidꝭ he could 


(204) 


| is ſome objectien to his credit, or: to the na- 


ture of the evidence he has given. Oe 
ſite counſel have been very ingenious, and 

ſtrained: hard for objections. The firſt ob- 
jection is, that he fiiſt looked on the back of 
the certificate; und ſwore only to the initials 
of his name, which he he Rad indorſed on it; 


name, when he mide his affidavit to ſhew'the 
indentity of the paperʒ to which he referred in 
his affidavit; and this appears to have been 
vey by the defire of Mr. Mark White, who 

gentleman of known probity, and one 


not read the certificate I deny it. He read 
it with difficulty indeed. |: He was in a ſtate 


of trepidation ; his mind as well as body 


muſt have trembled after ſo long a croſs ex- 


amins tion 3 and he informed your lordſhips; 
that he had lately a diſorder, and was in a 


bad ſtate of health; which ſeemed! probable 
from his appearance + his eyes were ſtreaming, 
during the whole time he was giving his tef= 
timony; be did read a part of the certificate, 
and your lordſhips humanity was touched; 
and deſired, no more ſhould be read. He not 


only could read this certificate, but he alſo 


read a very ingenious device of ſome body's, 
who ſhewed him the name Nixon Don- 
nellan, in hopes he would have miſtaken ĩt 
for Donovan, but he read it truly. It is ſaid; 


that this man does not know how to ſpell the 


name; but your lordſhips will recollect, 


how many inſtances there are, where a man 


writes a letter even to an old acquaintance, 


and gets an anſwer with his name ſpelled 


different from the ſignature; if that happens 


to a man writing at his eaſe in his chamber, 

no wonder Ryan ſhould in that ſtate of fa- 
ae and trepidation: make a miſtaxe. But 
what was that miſtake ? He left out the (a) | 
which is very common among the lower peo- 
ple in this, country; Donovan is a very Iriſh 
name, and he wrote it as it is vulgarly pro- 
nounced in this kingdom. I can only ſay as 
this witneſs, that there is not a ſingle objection 
of weight to any part of his teſtimony; every 
ſtrain for an objection has been made to no 


purpoſe; and his teſtimony is ſtrongly cor 
roborated by many cancurring circumſtances. 


on Mr. Anneſley of Ba llyſax, Who will appear 
to be our only reabapponent, cannot now be 


admitted to object ti the credit of Ryan. 
This gentleman had: taken out copies of the 


affidavits before the attorney and ſolicitor ge- 


1 { 


fame time with Nixon Donovan; that he nam- 


neral of this kingdom, and muſt have knowi 1 
that it was partly ſounded upon the ceftiing* 
ny of 'Ryan;” There was 4 report in favou 
of the foble viſcount, who in conthquants 
of this report took His ſeat fix 'or ſeven year? _ 
ago. without any objeQion: © I may ſay thin; 
that there" was 4 time, "when Me. John An- 
believed this man, and that for ſever | 
or eight yeats'; and therefore ought not to be 
attended to, when he ſays, he does not believe 
him now. Another objection is; that this mar 
Was aſked,” who was at ſchool with him at the 


ed two perſons in the county of Werford, 
Inman, and Plummer; and it is objected that 
in all this time, we have not called upon thoſe 
perſons; but what occaſion have we to reſort 
to more, if we have eſtabliſhed the hand-writ 
ing of Nixon Donovan By one witneſs ?' Wh. 
did not they call upon then? When a ma 
tells you who was prefent, who can if called 
upon, give the ſame or a different accounts 
inſtead of being an imputation upon him is, 
is a ſtrong cireumſlance to eſtabliſh his credit. 
Without going farther thetefore than the teſ- 
timony of Ryan the hand- writing is fully 
proved. One witneſs to hand-writing will 
do as well as one thouſahd; no mort than 
one eduld from the nature of the Eaſe] be 
reaſonably expected, when the man has been 
dead above thirty years; Ryan then by every 
rule of evidence has eſtabliſſied that hand- 
writing. If this then was really the writing 
of Nixon Donovan, who died in November 
1741, it never could have been a ſcheme 
formed to impoſe an beir born in 1744 upon, 
this noble family, _ 

"Another witneſs has deen edel! and 
whether he ſhall be allowed to have proved 
that hand-writing, or not, is à point, the 
noble lord is not concerned in: but this man, 
Darcy, alſo concurs with Ryan, and is 2 
ſecond witneſs to this hahd-writing. I con- 
feſs, he mentions, he was at ſchool with him 
in 1733, an early period; but he afterwards 
ſaw him write in 1738. This man made no 
affidavit for the attorney and ſolicitor general, 
but was taken toEngland to be examined be- 
fore the Lords: and this is relied upon as a 
ſtrong objeQion to ſhew, he was a made wit- 
neſe; but they were looking out for his 
ſchool-fellows,'who had learned to write with 
bim, and this was the moſt probable method 
of proving his writing. The certificate was in 
England at the time of their finding out 
Darcy; he ſaid, he had been acquainted with 
his PO and W he could prove 

it; 


( 26h: ) 


it; they took-himi.bobt-b6 England dn ſee⸗ 
ing the certificate he ſaid, he could ſweat to 
the ſignature of Donovan, and aecordingly 
proved it fully there: But à precaution Was 
uſed on his. examifiation here by producing 
only the name Nixbn Donovan to this manz 
and keeping every other part of the paper 
covered. I will ſtate the material paſſages of 
his evidence z he ſays. firſt “ it is his hand- 
©, writing to the beſt: of my knowledge; 
then, it is very like, I do; not know, I 
©: eannot- poſitively fay, I ſaw. a perfect cer- 


« tificate in London; this is not like that ;“ 


he then viewed the name again, and ſaid, 
&; he believed: it to be his hand- writing; 
the intixe certificate was afterwards ſhe wn to 
him, and he, ſail (e he believed it to be his 
2 hand-writing.“ Upon its firſt appearance 


he believes ĩt to be his hand- writing, he then 


doubts, and gives his reaſon for doubting, and 
thought, there might have been ſome artifice. 
If any of your lordſhips was to ſee. the name 
and hand- writing of your moſt intimate ac- 
quaintance upon a pieee of blank paper, you 
would find it difficult to depoſe to it. The 
lights and ſhades of the other letters give it 
a kind of keeping, if I may uſe a figure from 
painting, which it has not when upon a piece 
of blank paper. It is ſaid, this has contra - 
dicted lady Angleley's evidence; Darcy only 
ſaid, he could not be poſitiye, which is very 
common in the proof of hand- writing 3 the 
evidence has been called for, and was read 
from the notes; and it appears, that he has 
three: times ſaid, he ddes believe it to be: 
his hand-writing,' but does not once ſay, he 
believed, it was not, and therefore confirms 
inſtead of conttadicting lady Angleſey; but 
when it was ſhewn' by reading the evidence, 
that it had been miſtaken, it was then ſaid 
we'only differed about words; we do ſo too 
often, but this ſeems to be the ſubſtance of 
the eaſe ; the doubts and heſitation, he ex- 
preſſed, ought to give a more favourable im- 
preſſion of his veracity, and he naturally 
doubted: from ſeeing the name ſingle, which 
was a nen nee ro make him 
dbu 2) 0117 50 919; % l 
4 . done 5 e idgnde 
to the hand- writing of Nixon Donovan. 
I have no evidence to ſtate on the other fide 
as to this part of the caſe; they have not 
produced one witneſs to prove the diſſumfli- 
tude; and yet affect to wonder, that we have 
produeed no more than two to prove the ſimi-· 
litude. © The difficulty atiſing from the auth 
of the witneſs,” and from the length of time 
fince his death, makes this evidence ſtronger, 


than is uten net vi i rn 40 ute l 
„The next nen Hilebee is, to uh 
band wrting of, Charles, Kayanagh 1 Darcy. 


prated. it, and that he wrote variouſly from N 


cramps inchis fingets, and taking a glaſs over- 
night. The next witgeſb way Patrick Byrne. 
He hag not made any affidayit, and was, not. 
cXamined befotg the lords, tho he was taken 
over. to be examined; but gives a ſatis factory 
reaſon; h be as not produced z becauſe he 
was told, à learned lord thought the hand- 
writing ſufflelentiy proved. This witneſs, 
was thoroughly. well acquainted. with; his hand- 
writing from 138 $0:3746; and ſays, be drank. 
over night, and was fond of draws in the, 


morning, which made his hand ſhake. The 


objection to this man's evidence is thig; he 
mentioned tickets, which, be ſaid, he received, 
from Charles Kavanagh. every werk fot 
three years and à half for bark, and thoſe 
tickets ate not produced. But when he came 
to ſettle ſor his rent, and obtained credit for 
thoſe tickets, he muſt have given them up; 
and as to the noble viſcount's not pteducing 
them, is there any inſtanee of ſuch tickets, 


or notes being kept by any man ot any fa- 
mily for a great length of time, after they, 


are given up! They acknewledge, that this: 
witneſs is acquainted with the hand-writing 
of Kavanagb ; for they haye ptoduced ſeveral 
exhibits ro him, which he has proyed for them. 
The next witneſs is William Smith there 
is no obhjection to his credit, except his not 
producing the receipts for hay and corn; 


which be mentions in his teſtimony, that his 


father delivered fox the uſe of lord Angleſey 3 
the laſt anſwet given will alſo apply to this 
objection. Tde laſt witneſs; to this hand- 
writing of Kavanagh's is Cornelius Donovan, 


ſiſtent wit neſs. He is. ſo. bat for them, that 
they only ſay, he is; lady Angleſey” s brother 3 
he proves Kavanagh ' hagd-writing, and has 

often ſeen him whites this 42.2 fourth witneſs. 
to the hand- writing al Nevanagh two of 
them I acknowledge not produced in England, 
and why not has been cleably;.accoupted for 
by ane» of the witneſſeg, But it is ohjected, 
Why not enamine per ſons of. fortune and 

conſideration to his hand-writing ; becauſe , 
he was not an agent, who: gave receipts for 


rent, he was only a domeſtic ſtewatd, and 


therefqte thoſe per ſana, ho were converſant 
in: the family, are the beſt eyidence. But 
what puts this part of the caſe out of 
doubt. ĩs, that this is a very different queſtion. 
F ff | between 


wbo appeared 2: tational,: recollected, con- 
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Werben the stile vifevint und Un, 4. 
neſley of Ballyſax, from what it was with 
tord Mulgrave 3 for Mr. Anneſley in effect 


admitted the hand-writing of Kavanagh be- 
fore the attorney and folicitor general. But 
it is aſked, how could Mr, Anneſley know 


the artifices uſed againſt him? But Mr. An- 
neſley had eyes to read the certificate, and 


had witneſſes converſant with the hand- 
writing ; the nature of the thing fpeaks' it, 
that he read the name Charles Kavanagh to 


that paper, and that thoſe, who were ac- 
quainted with that hand - writing, had alfo read 


itz and the whole turn of the affidavits on 


His part is to lay an impatation upon the 


credit of Charles Kavanagh, ſuppoſing him 
to be a party to the ſcheme and' fabrication. 


The ſeeing lord Valentia take his feat in this 
houſe, the acquieſcing for many years till the 
noble vifcount enters into an alliance with 


another noble family, and the tender pledges 


of this union become intereſted in the event, 
che ſaying before the attorney general the 
name was Charles Kavanagh's writing, before 
your lordſhips that it is not, can this be en- 


dured ? This therefore would be evidence 
againſt him; tho it was not againſt any other 
man in the world. Theſe four witneſſes 


and reputation, 
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a forgery, and yet the deciſion wis in favout 
of the birth. Independent of this - certifi- 
cate the proofs are reputation, and the de- 


clarations, and ſolemn acts of lord Angleſey 


for a great number of years during a conti= 
nual -cohabitation down to the time of his 
death. If I ſhall ſhew, that independent of 


this certificate there is clear and Keie 


evidence of the marriage, it will give addi- 
tional weight to the teſtimony im ſupport of 
the certificate; for if without it there is ſuf- 
ficient evidence, can itever be ſuppoſed, that 
it was unneceffarily and wantonly forged? 
But firſt allow me to ſhew, what the rule of 
evidence is in matrimonial cauſes, It is 
clearly ſettled by the beſt authorities, hy Mr. 
Burne on the eccleſiaſtical law, and by a 
very great authority in a neighbouring king= 


dom, whoſe title I will not mention, be» 


cauſe he has not put his name to his book, 
that the marriage may be by witneſſes preſent, 
or by cohabitati 1 "rg parties, publick fams 
by confeſſion of the mar- 

ried perſons themſelves, tho their acknow=- 

ledgment might be only for avoiding a pro- 
ſecution for a criminal intercourſe ; and that 
divers other circumſtances are allowed; and 
that if they amount to, what they call, ſemi- 


muſt be taken as unexceptionable, giving the plena probatio,. or according to our ſtile pre- 


Atrongeſt reaſons for their - opinions; and 


bringing a variety of probable circumſtances, 


leading to that truth, which they depoſe; a 
ſingle witneſs has not been produced to the 


contrary : the evidence is all on one fide, 
and nothing to raiſe a difficulty ; if I have 


_— every objection, that has been made 
the intrinlick 


tho' not in England. I have reſted longe 


dence is well founded; and the certificate of 
2741 is proved, or 


here. 
The next anne is ue the 
certificate of Sept. 1741 intirely laid out of 


the caſe, whether there is ſuſſicient evidence of 
the marriage or not; independent of this 
certificate the marriage is fully proved, and 
then it is not material, whether ſuch certiſi - 
cite ever exiſted. Even if it appeared, that 
this was a forgery, At does not determine a- 
ge inſt the marriage 3 for in the caſe. of the 


1 * it appeared bong there” was. 


in favour of marriage. 


evidence, this hand- 
wikis of Charles Kavanagh is more fully 
proved here; than it was in England; and 
therefore the certificate has been read al 


is, that the children born before are legiti- 
. mated by a ſubſequent marriage; the ca- 


(L vill go farther) is not 


proved to be a forgery; what has paſſed in 
e peed een ne wa eng 


ſumptive evidence, they ought to be extended. 

But it has been ob-. 

jected, that this rule prevails only in the caſes. 
of marriages of publick notoriety. | This oba 
jection allows the rule, but ſuppoſes, that it 
is never to be applied, for it is only in caſes 
of doubtful and concealed marriages, that it 
ever can apply. The rule of the civil lar 


noniſts have allowed this rule, beeauſe by the 


ſubſequent marriage, they ſuy, the preceding 
bn this part of the caſe, becauſe if this ol ; 


guilt is taken away; and the ſubſequent cere- 
mony ſhews a contract from tho beginning. 
Theſe: principles prove, that the civil and 
canon law ſtrain for preſumptions in ſupport: 
of legitimacy. I acknowledge; our law does 


not go ſo far; but, if there is a marriage, 


tro the very day before the birth, the child 
is legitimated, and neither the ehild nor the 
a ate the objeds of legal ' reproach... 
The law preſumes innocence; and that there 
was an antecedent contract, as the marriage 
was before the birth, and as the man by that 
act has given the ſtrongeſt ptoof of the wo- 
man's purity. If counſel had attended to this 
principleg it would have prevented a good 
der of 0 0 with a. mak b Ry per- 
ant: ſon, 


1 


common 1 courſe of things, ot from deſign? | 
At firſt it was "only 'a fuſpiclon; chen it 


tem whom the Jaw .ſuppoſi 81 innocent, and a 

| whoſe character 190 condu 

ſumption of law, The great credit, ; ought 
to be given. to the acknowledgment of the fa- 


ther and the teſtimony of the mother, appears 


ina remarkable inſtance in the year 1724. L Hil- 
tiard's caſe, $th Mod. 180.) The evidence 


there conſiſted only of the death-bed de- 


clarativns of the huſband, and the teſtimony of 
the wife ; contrary declarations were proved to 
have been frequently made by bim: but ſhe 

rag admitted as a witneſs, _ the} ury found 
for the legitimacy. _ Theſe Mise pes will be 


the ſafeſt guide for your lordihips to follow 


in determining this important queſtion. The 
reaſon of particular men may differ, and often 


does: but thoſe rules are ſanctified by the 
wiſdom and NOR, of different ages and 


countries. 


The firſt witneſs to this part of the caſe 


in point of time is Patrick Kayanagh z it is 
obſervable, which in common caſes is of great 


weight, that he was not produced to prove 
the marriage of lady Angleſey ; 3 he was pro- 
duced. only. o give an account of Richard 
Auneſley; none of lord Valentia's counſel 
; imagined, he could ſay aword to this reputa- 


tion: At length a queſtion, was aſked him by 


Richard Anneley's $ counſel, © Did you be- 
« lieye in England, that lord Angeles, was 


4 married to Mrs. Salkeld ? No, ſaid he. 


« What reaſon ? Becauſe two men had told 
« me, that Richard was his fon by A kept 


« miſtreſs. Had you any other reaſon ? 
"0 Ves, fays he, I "had, 1 heard a whiſper, 
« that lord Angleſey ON married t to another 
40 woman, to miſs Donovan.“ It was be- 


fore 1746, that he had heard of this reputa- . 


tion: He ſays, he believed it, but he tells 


your lordſhips ingewoully, that at that time 


ſome people believed. it, and 6thers did not; 

he ſays, it was not very general, that it was 
kept private, that he was frequently in the 
family, and that ſome people, who had an 
intimacy in the famfly, did at that time be- 
lieve,. they were marr Zh Mr. J. Angeſley 


2 to this mari, to give evidence as to' 


the pedigree, which ſhews, he thought hiin 


circumſtances of. the family. This. witneſs, 
who i is of good character, and to whoſe cre- 
dit dit Mr. John Annefley would have ax ppealed, 
_ hes given a clear teſtimony of the edles, 
| commencing from before 1746. This is faid 
to. be all artifice, and propagated by lord 
Angleſey 3. but where is the proof. of this 
art 1 from, the progreſs of this reputa- 
tion is it to be ſuppoſed, that it atoſe in tale 


juſtify the pre- 


a man af credit, and acquainted with the 


grows to be a belief of ſome people ; after. 
wards it becomes a general reputation; and 
it was ſuſpected at a time, When the carl 
was moſt anxious to tonceal it. There is 
but one attack made upon this witneſs; an 


ehdeavour to trip up his heels, by ſaying he 


is a dancing maſter; but He appears to have 


been ati intimate acquaintarite of the catl's; 
and that his father Bad jan 7 . | 


pounds by the family. 
The nekt witneſs, Halt mention, Is Mr 


Maſterſon; he is allowed by the oppoſite 


counſel" to be a man of worth and honour : 
the gentlemen could nt refrain from giving 
him that approbation, which belongs to the 
character of an honeſt min. This gentle- 
mai has an eſtate not only in the neighbour- 
hood of the noble lord and his late father; 
but joining his deniefnie of Camdlin, which 
occaſioned a conſiderable intimacy for many 

years between the late earl and him: He is 


therefore as likely to give. your lordſhips 23 


true and ſatisfactory ah account, as any witneſs 
that can be produced: He ſays, that in 1748, 
when he became intimate in the famil Ys he did 


not bonſider ber 26 a kept miſtreſs; in 1945 
he beatd lord Angleſey ſay, he bad been 
married to her, and never to Arm Simpſon: 


that Mr. Flbwond: had been there interceding 
for Mrs. Simpſon, and lord Angleſey anſwer- 


ed 'as before mentioned; and that he bad 


now got a wife, whom he was determined to 
ſupport and keeps He ſays, lord Angleſey 
had tbld him before this convetſation, - that 
he was married to the preſent lady. He 


. mentions à very natural cifcumſtarice ih 1750; 


when 4 ſervant maid came into the room for 
ſome patticular, lord Angleſey defired her to 


go to lady Angleſey, and ſhe would: you e's 
" thi#"the appearance of 
deſign? He Wer her? with as much te- 
ſpect Lane affection, as if ſhe had been his wife, 


Wat this art ? Has 


and very differently fro Mes Sim „He 


beiten lord Angteſey before 1751” was de- 


ſtrous, that the marriage hould: 1 66 he 
heard him call her lady very often before 


Ober 152 ; before that year the common. 


tenants hd ſuch fort of people called her lady 


| Augleſey, and the preſent lord tord[Annefs. 
ley. If Mr. Maſterſon is intitled to un- 
dbitbted” credit, 46 has been admitted, he 


pfopes moſt fully the decturations/ of the 


' huſband'iti 1749, three years before the pub - 
lie marriage, the repuration of age hagilyy 


and the progreſs of 


SHEAR S113 3H wt 2 


a rr 


- 
” 
* — 
- 
e ² IT —˙ w ERIE ns 3 73» nit rd oe Br IO OT 
a A _ — — —— of grey ine PREY =__ 0 —_ 

D 22 — 7 — 
= = 7 * Iz 2 2 wh. Hos 
Sr tie AY Ee 2 of — * 

. £ 


n — 
REFINE RIO 


— 299 Hf er pets ee nes 


. 


( 2085 88 


6, next whineh } is 4 1 even of c coh⸗ 


| 4 55 eſtate, and of an antient family in 


this kingdom, Mr. Mathew Talbot; who 
mentions an incident in 1751, that could not 
be by deſign, unleſs it was an artifice con- 
cetted between lord Angleſey. and Fran- 
cis Anneſley to deſtioy his own ütle, and 
that he. ſhould wiite him. a letter to put him 
out of humout, and provoke bim to this decla- 
ration, that he would ſhew them an heir and 
diſappoint them all. Lord. Angleſey” s words 
are remarkable; he. did nat ſay then, that be 
had a ſon by Juliana, or that Arthur was his 
legitimate ſon; ſo that it could not have been 
ſaid for the purpoſe. of, evidence, for. then. it 
would have been mentioned exprelly, and. 
not by. implication, , But it is clegr from 
the circumſtances. ſtated by Mr. Talbot, that 
lord Angleſey meant the preſent lord. It does 
not reſt here; Mr. Talbot went abroad, and 
did not return till a conſiderable time after 


the ſecond marriage. He ſays, that on nates 


occaſion, the very, year before he died, lor 
Angleſey, whoſe neryes were. weak, and who, 


was then in a fit of tenderneſa, did in the moſt 


ſolemn manner declare, with a denunciation. 
of vengence on himſelf if he ſpoke untruly, 
bat is my ſon born in wedlock.” There 
could not be a more; guarded, cool, or cau- 
tious teſtimony, than he gave: he does not 


mention his belief or opinion, but he ſtates 


the facts, that your lordſhips may form your, 
own judgments... vv mod ov 3 Wor 
The next witneſs, that goes to the declara- 
tions, is Mr. Thomas Perec, from whoſe 


evidence it appears, that lord Angleſey had 


before 4752: mentioned to lord Loftus, that 
he was married to lady Angleſey, and that 


there was ſome family cauſe, which preyent - 


ed his making it known q and lord Loftug.de- 
clared, that, tho, no family had treated him 
worſen as they had, givengheit intereſt againſt 
him in ihe count; yet he would do them no 
prejudice; but would do them juſtice. 205 is 
plain, lord ae ITY 1 word An wh 


_—_— attoſted.qb&/truch ** it by „ 


aſſidayit laid before xhe attorney and lieder 
general, Which we offeted to lay before. nr, 
ordſhips,. The cenyerſatior 


n ag ſoon alter 
ige general election à and * nobieman in 
the midft of reſentment! determined, how- | 
evet[provoked by ill treatment, to do Juſtice 


called his 


from Mr. Francis Farr (br "ot Ballyſax in 


to this Many Mr. Peters tefti mony makes 
this declaration of the late eatl to lord Lof- 
tus evidence in a caſe of legitimacy, as much 
as if lord Loftus himſelf was produced. 
Hitherto there are four witneſſes to the te- 
putayion; and declarations at different periods. 
The next link in the chain of this reputation 
is Mr. Edward Butler, and his integrity and 
good publick character; have been faitly 
and candidly admitted. When your lordſhips 
are told on all hands; that this witneſs wilt 


tell nothing but the truth, you will attend 


favourably to his evidence: He ſays, lord 
Angleſey i in April 1752 told him, that it was 
time to ſettle his affairs, for that he had been 
married a great while, and it was not of any 
uſe. to keep it ſecret | any longer, and that 
if Mr, Fitzgerald did not a to Camolin, 
he, Mr. Butler, muſt take the heads of his 
will; he afterwards got the draught from Fitz- 
gerald, ingroſſed three parts, and ſent them 
to the earl in May 1752; and in the draught. 
and ingrofiment, ſhe,is called Juliana Coun- 
teſs of Angleſey ; the preſent lord is called' 
his ſon by the ſaid Juliana; and he calls 
her daughters his daughters by his ſaid wife: 

but his ſeveral children by ; others are all 
natural children. It cannot be 
ſuppoſed, be meant to depeive his own at- 
torney, to Wwhom he might have ſpoken un- 
der the ſeal of ſecrecy. | | Here then is a de- 
claration, that he had been married a great 
while, and that he had concealed it. But the | 
moſt material part of Mr. Butler's teſtimony 
is of an extraordinary tranſaQtion i in 1750, 
relating to, a bond taken by lord A gleſey 
the year 1749,. and pa ble to de Lord 
Anz gleſey wiſhed for r that lace; Mr. Annef- 
ley agreed | to let him have it during his life,” 
in conſideration of having this bond given up. | 
The tranſaction ſhews, lord Angleſey con- 
ſidered the money as as his own ; he makes the 
bargain | without a reference t to her, 'of con 
. her, becauſe ſhe was "only nominal, 


and the maney was his « dn; | which anſwers 


g the objedion, that this money was intended 
as A proviſion, for ber; there is nothing im- 
- parting t the money to be het: property: if he 
conſidered her as a kept miſtreſs, it would have 
been 0 zxerwiſe, and the ſum was conſidęra- 
ble: be concludes. the' bargain, without 157 
ae ger and without any * = 
8 


Phy 15 nds to her to fign 3 a diſcharge 


was his wiſe, he thought, he had 3 a right 


to diſpoſe 'of L iche money "without aſking her 


conſent: oy her. reluQtance and” diftreſs were 
F  Unfeſgned, 


. 25705 


unfeigned, 40 can Snly 7 accounted for 
from the fact of a marriage, which ſhe'had 
promiſed not to reveal j ſhe firſt refuſed the 
earl, and afterwards Tanng 5-apd, uphn —4 
 prefling her a ſecond time, and telling 

Ballyſax was rabre valuable than the 1 
ſhe burſt into tears, "and ſald, ob ! 5 it i not 
the value of the bond.” It is the anſwer of 
an ingenuous mind, that would not ſacri- 


fice even to reſentment itſelf a ſecrets: with 


which it was intruſted. Mr. Ianns is dead, 
but has made an affidavit of this fact. The 
affidavit cannot be read, but Mr. Butler 
proves the fact ſuffciently ; he is a man of 
n, experience, and diſcernment, and 
lays, be was ſatisfied in his own mind. from | 
this Mays Zopdudt upon that occaſions, that 
they were married, The wards, ſhe. gt that 
time muttered to herſelf of {evere treatment, 
without intending they ſhould be heard; fur- 
 niſh a ſtrong and Weed cigcumſtance . 
iy proof of the marriage. This bond was ta- 
ken in her name, bt without her privicy or 
knowledge; 88 ſhe 8 
be taken as me, 


that bond of 1749 with her hand writing . 
the foot and on the back of it? wh . 
proved? the receipt. is Proved by. M 
do have been given to Mr. Anneſley; 
not the receipt produced ? becauſe the 1 
. od receipt are probably witneſſed by 1 
fon acquaipted with the affairs of wv 3 
If any one of thoſe, who cduld proye the re- 
putation; had atteſted that bond; if he ap- 
peared as a witheſs for the claimants, it wovid 
make an cnd of the <aſe, a5, he myſt. Prove 
the reputation of the marriage before 2753 in 
bis croſs examination. There is another ge- 
markable circumſtance in this part of the caſe; 
Mr. Anneſley, after getting this bond, cal 

Jed Mr. Butler to the door, and ſaid, this 
| would. be evidence againſt her hereafter, for 
be ſuſp » De was married, or would 
cim 2 marriage: | Mr... Butlet's teſtimany 
- makes Francis Anneſſey as much a witneſs 
xo the reputation, as if be was alive, and con 
firmed it at your locdſhips bar; and Franęis 
mult have been a good judge of this ceputa- 
tion, 2s Patrick Kayanagh ſays, he was off - 
ftantly at Camolin Park: This tranſaction 
alſo ſhews the intention of lord Angleſey to 
conceal the marriage from the family by 
taking the bond in her e and getting 
bet to ſiga the receipt... 
"Another witneſß to the reprentidin, is, Mr. 
| Shepherd French, who ſays, that in June 


17 15d ſhe whs Publickiy ee at Roß 25 


lady Angleſey ; and that all people of repu- 
tation there, except Mr. Tottenham's fami- 
by, went to viſit her, and among the reſt 
his wife; that they all believed, ſhe was mar- 
ried ; and that his wife was a while, be- 
fore Keviſlied, *ill ſhe was ſatisfied of the 


marriage. It has been ſaid, that this i is 4 


poor ſoap boiler. There are perſons of that 
trade, who would think no gentleman diſpa- 


raged by an intercourſe with their families ; 5 


and this is a man of property, conſideration; 
and beſßeck, where he reſides, Miſs Batt 


alſo concurs in this evidence; and Mr. Tot. 
tenhem, who: then -rplided; at Roſs; bas net 
been examingd t0 dana this —_ 
of the marriage there. 


Cornelius Donovan, 36 entroi 40 A ek. 


tian propoſed by one of your Jordſhipa, ſays, 
that when he returned in 1749, he had great 
ręaſon 46 balieye,. and djd helieve, they were 
married, from the reſpect paid to her by his 
lordſhip, and the authorities which ſhe aſ- 
ſumed ; he makes. an eighth witneſs. to this 
paint f end here ere cheese witneſſes more: ; 
the three claimants, John by his acquieſcence 
from 1765. Richard | Annefley: muſt have 
r he reputation 5: ht went to-ſchop! 
ch the noble; WMeount, and conſtantly, 
while he deſerved the proteRion of this family, 
 relideg. with them; pet he Aci uieſacd 7! 


The dlaimant Arthuts by the letter in 1757 
which he has produced, bas given evidence 
of this, gehulstion i for it is clear, that the 
writer of the letter beligved the marriage of 
41741 3 aud mentioned it 23 4 reaſon, why 
his correſpondent. ip Holland thould not claim 
the title: Sometimes thoſe declarations came 
from lord Angleſey with deliberation and re- 
collection ; at other times: ſuddenly and un- 


in violence and reſentment 5 ind on other 
aceaſions they break. forth. in n dad: ten 
detneſs. ien Fa uh, 7.3 thy 2 


Ie this like e al bo Pray 


pot be ſuch a maſter in the art of deception 
as to carry on a delußen in ſuch a manner, 
and for. ſuch a length of time. Thoſe decla- 
rations of the ſathef and che reputation of 
the Marriage are admitted in cyery court of 
juſtice, and, with — A: 
mount to deciſie evidence. ds z ah hac 
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March Jaſ;.and offered: co:make an affidavit. 


expettediꝶ 5- ſometimes they burſt from him 
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ſuch obſervations, as occurred to me on 
| "= certificate; and, tho''the Claimants coun- 
ſel admitted it to be ſome evidende, yet whe- 
q , ther de ie to be conſidered as evidence, ot as 


à cireumſtance to corroborate ot impugni the 


- other evidence, is immaterial to the noble 
viſcount. We do not pretend to ſpeak at 
- this:bar with any authority; but when coun- 


ſel of one ſide make a conceſfon; it is uſua! 


for counſel on the other fide to avail them - 


ſelves of that conceſſion; and courts of judi- 


cature generally determine only upon thoſe 
points, in which there is a difference. But 
Thall take it for granted, that any principle 
is in founded, however agreed upon by coun- 

'fel, when a noble and learned lord delivers 
his ſentiments againſt it: I only deſire to 
uſe the certificate as à eircumſtanee; but it 
will acquire more or leſs weight from the 
authenticity of the proof. I have endeavout- 
ed to ſhew, that it has been fully proved, 

without any evidence to the contrary: But 
there is a part of the caſe, hich throws great 
light on the obſervation made relative to the 
inſtrument uſed in this writing Ik appeats 
in proof, that the certificate of 1741 was writ 
ten on a table under à pier glaſd. Thoſe 
tables ate frequently of ſtone or marble; 


from the appearance of the writing, it "is 
probable, that the paper was put on ſuch a 


table without any thing under it; | which 
will account for the imperfeRtion | in the T_ 
of en of the letters 
As to the extrinſick! ace n hats 
wn obſervation of! weight, which had eſcaped 
me; it is on the evidence of Darcy! He is 
called upon to prove the hand writing of a 
man dead near thirty» one years. That hand 
writing is produced to him without a con- 
nexion with any other writing j conſequent- 


| 1y it 4 1 to him on a blank paper: a rea- 


* 1 2 2 


 $ 


Beh man, meaning to 5 ell the truth, Shs 
have "reflected, that Nixon Donovan was 
dead above thitty years, and that it was to 
the laſt degree improbable, that his name 
- ſhould at that diſtance of time appear on a 
piece of paper without any other writing. 

We have proved the reputation from be- 


fore t746, (it does not appear how Tong be- 


fore) dowh to 145 23 and the cohabitation 
"antecedent to t me of this reputation, 


and concurrent with it to 1761, when lord 


Angleſey died. The acknowledgement 7 
this certificate and marriage by Neil 
much ſtrengthened by the evidence of Mr. 
Simon Kayanagh of Rockſayage, a, gentle- 
man of à good eſtate, and unqueſtionable 
integrity, who has proved a converſation in 
Auguſt 1752 with Neil, whom he met re- 
turning from church; they entered into dif. 
courſe, Neil happened to mention, that he 
was chaplain to lord Angleſey ; upon. which | 
Mr. Kavanagh ſaid, he was told, he was go- 
ing to be "married to Mifs Donovan; Neil 
anſwered," that could not be true, for he had 
married them himſelf ſeveral years before. 
This could not be artifice or deſign, unlefs | 
you believe the ſuggeſtion, that Neil was 
ſent about the world to mention it to every 
man, he met. One important uſe is to be 
made of this converlation ; when your lord- 
ſhips come to the ſurprize, Mr. Neil expreſſed 
at the ſecond ceremony, it will appear not to 
have been a ſurprize as at a novelty, but at 
an impropriety: Recoflect this converſation 
with Mr. Kavanagh. and your lordſhips will 
find, that furprize | of the fame nature was 
expreſſed een hen 
I come bow to conſider the Kitt buſi: 
We tnikde to the part of the caſe telative to 
the declarations aid reputation. 1 . e 
It is firſt objected, that in the vil r 17 75¹ | 


Arthiit is not Aer, ng nor + by liſters Ladies F 
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but this was only the draught of 2 will, and 
never was executed, tho“ Mr. Butler heard 
otherwiſe; and in this draught he calls her 
his lady Juliana Donovan counteſs of An- 
gleſey ; and tho? he does not call the preſeht 
noble lord Arthur lord Anneſley, nor his 
daughters by the title of ladies, yet he makes 
diſtinctions; that are equivalent ; heſcalls Ar- 
thur his ſon by his wife Juliana Donovati ; 
. Richard his natural ſon by Ann Salkeld; and 
+ he calls the ſiſters of Arthur his daughters 
by his wife Juliana; but the daughters by 
ZSimpſon and Glover he calls his natural 
daughters. The calling her lady Angleſey 
is ſufficient; becauſe it is not queſtioned, 
but that, if ſhe was married at any time befote 
Occober 1752, it was on the I 5th of Sep- 
tember 1741. If your lordſhips are ſatisfied, 
that there was a marriage before 1752, you 
cannot doubt, but that ſuch marriage was on 
the 15th of Sept. 1741; there is no cireum- 
Nance to raiſe ſuch à doubt in your minds. 
So that calling her lady Angleſey in May 
1752 is as much, as if he had called his ſon 
lord Anneſley, and his daughters ladies. It 
is manifeſt, that this drauglit was inaccurate, 
he calls her his wife, lady Angleſey, or his 
oh J uliana, juſt as the pen of the draftſman 
The objection from his calling her 


Juli uliana Donovan counteſs of Angleſey is an- 


ſwered by obſerving, that Ann Simpſon did 
then aſſume that title. By this draught an 
annuity of 1000 J. is given to lady Angleſey 
far life, and it is expreſsly and anxiouſly given 
in lieu and ſatisfaction of dower or /thirds ; 


this is a ſtrong citcumſtance to ſnew, there 


was no doubt in the mind of the perſon, who 
prepared this draught, but that ſhe was his 

wife before October 1752, ot otherwiſe this 
ſolicitude would not have been expreſſed to 
prevent her from claiming any part of the real 
or perſonal eſtate, except what the intended 


will gives her ; it contains a power to let the 


lands of Camolin with conſent of lady Au- 
geſey, but only during the minority of the 


noble lord, and a power to eut all the woods, 
except the woods of Camolin; he conſidered 


that his ſon was to ſucceed to the honours as 
well as to the eſtates, and intended, he ſhould 
have a country ſeat fit for the refidence of 


a-nobleman, But it- is objected that in this 
draught of à will it appears, the noble lord 
was intended for the profeſſion of the law: 
the will does not expreſs nor import it. His 
father had two objects; one was, that a great 
part of the income of the eſtates ſhould for 


ſome years be * to pay the very great 


FP * % 
” 


debts upon it, and therefore his acai 1s 
but moderate ; the other, that, as lord An- 
gleſey had been all his life involved in law: 
ſuits, and had reaſon. from the fituation of 
Bis affairs, and from thoſe articles with Charles 


© Anneſley, to expect diſputes would ariſe after 


his death, his ſom ſhould apply to the ftudy; 
tho” nbt to the profeſſion, of the law. The di- 


# 


*#eQioh allo imported, that his ſon ſhould en- | 


deavout to acquire a knowledge of the con- 
ſtitution of his country. From Forteſciie 
down to Mr. Juftice Blackſtone every writer 
upon thoſe ſubjects has recommended the 
ſtudy of the law to hereditary judges and le- | 
giſlators. A late inſtitution in one of the 
"ſeats of learning ſhews, that this ſubject is 
not to be conſidered in a narrow profeſſional 
view. Several noble lotds of a neighbour- 
ing kingdom have applied theinſelves to this 
ſtudy. A noble viſcourit of this kingdom, 
at a time when he was Certain of ſucceeding 
to the honours of his family, went to the 
inns of court; and afterwards practiſed as a 
tbarrifter here. The recommendation of this 
conſtitutional purſuit does not ſhew, lord 
Angleſey confidered the preſent noble lord as 
a petſon, that was not to ſucceed to his dig · 
mties- The will of the 13th of May 1754 
removes objection to this part of the 
caſe; for by this will the preſent lord is 
called lord Anneſley, and each of his ſiſters 
is called lady ; the allowances to him are in- 
creaſed ; the fortunes to his ſiſters enlarged ; 
and the proviſion for Richard Anneſley is 
leſſened ; and by this will there is an ex- 
preſs declaration; that Arthur and his three 
fiſters were born fince the marriage. The 
executing a will ſo ſoon after makes it pro- 
bable, that this will of 1752 never was ex- 


_ ecuted; and then it is ſtronger, than if the 


draugfit in 1752 never had been produced; for 
it ſhews; that lord Angleſey would not er 
ecute any part of the three ingroſſments, tho 
prepared at a great expence, but would ex- 
ecute another will, that fhould contain ex- 
preſs 'dectarations of the legitimacy of bis 
children. It is candidly admitted not to be 
unuſual to make laſt wills, and not to call 
the ſons or daughter by their titles, of which 
there are ſeveral inſtances. But it is ſaid, 
this is in clear, not in doubtful or ſuſpicious, 
caſes: but fuſpicion does not ariſe in the 
mind of à man, who knows the truth. 
He had no ſuſpicion, and therefore could not 
ſuppoſe, other people would ſuſpect; ſo that 
it's being a/ſuſpicious caſe could not have any 


cfeQt on the conduct of lord Angleſey. The 


Ns Taco 


ne yer have diſcovered j 5 0 


« * ; , 


objeQtion, made from the draught of the will 
of 1752, is not only clearly anſwered, but 
the evidence ariſing from. jt is a ſtrong part 


of the preſent lord's caſe, and has more 
weight; as it by neceſſary implication proves 
the legitimacy, and yet clearly was not evi- 


dence framed for that purpoſe. If this is lo, 
what will become of the vebement exclama- 

tions by the oppoſite counſel ? It has been 
called a great event; and the intetpoſitian of 
providence If I am right, the counſel haye 
decreed themſelves a, triumph without a vic- 
tory, like the Roman emperor when he re- 
turned with ſhells inſtead of laurels. It is 


ſuch an interpoſition of providence, . as Sir 


Paul Pliant returned thanks for, when he had 


1 ſomething in the conduct of his 


not greatly to his credit or advantage j 
a ſays he, Sir Paul, art thou indebted 
to Ea ee for otherwiſe thou wouldſt 

The will of 1759 is alſo 1 evidence 
of the legitimacy | of the noble lord; he is 
there called lord Anneſley, and his ſiſters la- 
dies ; and the ſeveral allowances and powers 
given to him are all ſuch, 'as 2. nobleman 
would give to his eldeſt ſon and ſucęſſor. It 
has been objected, that this will recites, that 


his natural children were born before his 


marriage with Juliana and in the life of. Ano 
Pruſt; which ſhews, that he was not married 
to her in 1741, a3 Richard was not born till 


1743 ; but that recital from the context 


does not extend to Richard even according 
to grammatica] conſtruQtion : the recital is 
only with a view to the Simpſons, with whom 


there was then a controverſy ſubſiſting; bum 


no body at that time thought of Richard, ot 
knew or cared, when he was born. Lord An- 
gleſey's meaning was this j that this will, be- 
ing a declaration of the legitimacy of the 
children of the pteſent lady Angleſey, it was 


neceſſary. to recite facts to ſhew, that the 


marriage of Simpſon, was not of the leaſt 
weight ; 3 beſides the whole will is founded 
on a marriage before the bitth of any of Ju- 
liana's childten, and the recital can never be 
conſtrued againſt the whole tenor of this will: 
It is true, this will of 2759 makes/a larger 
proviſion for the preſent lord. which bas beep. 
endeavoured to be acrounted for by an in- 
creaſe of the influence of lady Apgleſey, 
There is no proof, ſhe ever had an influence ; 
but the 'contrary is ſhewn by Mr, Maſterſony" 
that the carl would baye his own way; But 
the increaſe of the proviſion is accounted for a 
the rents were increaked, and the pe 


declarations. 


ptoves repeated declirations from lord Angle - 


before. Lord Angleſey and his 


bis lordſhip a viſit ; lord Angleſey afked; wh 


for Mieder ord, l cee M MY 
natural to make a greater allowance for the 


eldeſt ſon. Then here are declarations of 


the legitimacy. by the father on the moſt ſo- 


lemn, occaſions, and the moſt ſolemn aQs 
done by him in affirmance of the Van on 


But it is objected; chat, A la * Pe 


| produced to. ſhew a different reputation ; 
which brings me to the evidence of Mr! Tot- 
denham ; who in many reſpects confirms the 


teſtimony given for the noble yiſcount ;; as it 


ſey to Mr. Tottenham ' before Oftober 754 
of his marriage with Juliana ſeveral years 


lady were in 
ſummer 1752 at Roſs 4 Mr. Tottenham paid 


Mrs, Tottenham did not viſit lady Angleſey k 
Mr. Tottenham expreſſed his furprize at his 


expecting it; and lord | Angleſey anſwered, 


„ Sir, I have been married to her ſeveral 


et years; but there are ſome certain reafons, 


* why I have not been able hitherto ta di- 
+ yulge it, but I ſhall very ſhortly.” Mr. 
Tottenham replied 5 that, when he pu 

his marriage; Mrs. Tottenham would pay 
lady Angleſey. every compliment. Upon a 
ſecond. viſit lord Angleſey repeated and preſſed 
it with the | ſame declaration; and Mr. Tot- 
tenham; returned the ſaine anſwer. Lord An- 
gleſey ſoon after went to Camolin-park, and 
others, that there had been ſoon after a pub- 
lick marriage. Mr. Tottenham is a gentle- 
man of fortune and conſideration 5 can it be 
ſuppoſedz: lord Angleſey would dare to aſk 
him, why his lady, Who was herſelf of a 
noble family did not viſit his kept miſtreſs ? 
Lord Angleſey muſt have been then conſcious 


of the truth of the marriage, and alſo that the 
world was ſatisfied of the reality of it, or he 


would never have aſked, why Mrs. Totten- 
ham did not viſit her. After "thoſe converſa- 
tions, when the opinion formed in conſequence 
of them muſt have been more recent on his 
mind than at a diſtance of twenty years, he 
made two affidavits; which affidavits,lacknow- 
ledge, eorrefpond nearly with the account of 
the converſations; which he has now given ;- 


but che opinions. of men change, they ere 


governed by events and he is a wiſe man, 


indeed, that can tell preciſely; when and why 


his opinlon was changed, Thoſe affidavits 


muſt have been intended to be laid before the 
attorney general of Ireland or England; they 
were mage en att — from the 


agent 
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on the; words af, this „ener, and clierefore T 


pp 0 N, Not- 21 to. wy Ene lag concerned 19 
Jays, be. ofa i ieren qpinion, , pts Are, made MIR, 
muff be miſtake 95 „ give Jour. ehh W 

and that be was xeally. of opinion at the time: cerely, wide may, 

T the, DS Wb x that {the profeſſions. 6 "EE; ro — en pg Perz 
made by lord Avgleſey, of, his, .macxiage, were bp th diſturbance % you or 08. 
ane, If he believed. the difcourſe,. the E. ** fam, of my late friend,” 4 to, Pott 
as, aladavies, was doing yjuſfice to ſeript, compliments are 1 bo ©, young. 
the, noble lord; .hecanle.. inſerfing, i It, in the ladies, but not to the noble lord, heh. ls 


afhdavits im plies thi belief of, the map, that 
mage them... If he did, not believe; it (which. 
Wh | 1 N ons, Cee n 


. n 


lat. if he aid not. 1 — this diſcourſe, de 
0 q have ſaid. o. 1. was at firſt t. | 
| granted from thoſe converſations, that Mr. 
Tottepbam would have been a, moſt material 
witneſs for the noble: lord in this cauſe; He. 
is undoubtedly a gentleman, whoſe character is | 
jultly regarded ; a man of. caution and expe- 
nge, not very young, and acquainted with | 
| the world. Would he, even in private com- 
pany, repeat a word, he did not believe true ? ky 
Every man of his experience would be bau- 
tions, how he mentioned, even in common 
conyerſation, what he did not believe. . But 
it is much ſtronger, when affidavits are made - 
in the progreſs of Juſtice; | I would, treat, the i 
character of every man with that regard, that 
is due to bim, and therefore I would be undet- 
 Nowd; that I ſuppoſe, Mr. Tottenham might : 
have ät the diſtanee of twenty years, for- 
got his opinion at the time of making thoſe ä 
affidavits ; -for thoſe, obſervations ſeem to me 
to prove clearly, that he muſt then haye by: 
lieved, what lord. Angleſey told bim. But 
ages nöt reſt hefe; two. letters have "uy 
N from this Fans + one of theſe : 


ths letter lord þ — This is 2 my 
cumſtance of weight, when it is conſidered, a 


| that this is a letter relating, to a confidential 


act, he had undertaken for the noble viſcount, i 
and not the politeneſs only. of common ine 
tercourſe. This, connected with his being 
A truſtee i in the will, ſhews, at leaſt; that lord 
Angleſey ſuppoſed, Mr. Tottenham had be- 
lieved him; it does not not appear, he ever de- 
clined or refuſed to act in any of thoſe 
. truſts; But this will appear in ſtill a ſtronger. 


5 light. A letter has been produced without a 


4 om Mr. aged to dy Os. ; 
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1 it s. having been 8 ry 4 762 was A 455 


4 caſioned the change 


e Jord.Y alentia went to, the Sele 


lege in f, and ws there i in 173 ; ; Whig by 
makes it. highly pro able, the. indorſment of. 


| indarſement., The es various affid 4a. 
*. Vitz, plainiy Guy hes this later muſt. 
ate. to. ;the. hearing | before, the King's. 
WW. ervants. It & not by. affidavits, that 
prong are. „ on in courts, of juſlice; 
It muſt then have related | to the conteſt abo ut. 
the honours of the noble Jord. Lady Anz 


gleſey had no eonteſt about her title. or {7 | 


property. The word. ” diſturbance 10 meant 
_ ſomething, i in which her dredit was concerned, 
and points to her evidence of the marriage, 
and the queſtion, Whether, ſhe . ſhould be 


deen ned _ guilty of perjury: and forgery, _ or. 
not z this letter ems, that Mr. Tottenham 


at that. time thought favourably of lord Va: 


lentia 9 cauſe £ He calls the oppoſition to ie 
« attempts to give diſturbance : % He lin. 
TY wiſhes, her ladyſhip may ſpeedily and” 
ually overthrow any perſon, that means 
diſturbance tc her er the family of his late 
friend: Could a man, of. Mr. Tottenham's 8 
character with fucceſs to per) ury and . 
Could he have. ſincerely wiſhed, that an Ho- C 
ne el gentleman ſhould de overthrown by 
means ſo baſe and wicked | in his attempts to 
obtain the honours of his family; no re Arc 
for ber or ber children could have 'inducec 


him to with ſucceſs to fraud and ee 
againſt, tight and jultice. | He certainly Tor- 


gets; he muſt have been formerly of opinion, 
that the noble lord was legitimate; the let- 


ter cannot be otherwiſe teconciled to his ge- i 


neral character. It is no impptation upon 
any man, that he has chapged his opinion; 5 
the late deciſion in England might have oc- 8 
he now. ſuppoſes, that he had neyer been of 
2 different way of thinking. Tue words at 
the concluſion of the letter, „“ the family of 

ny late friend, 1 uſually ſignify legitimate, 
a Jo not in comthon agceptation import il- 
legitimate, 
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po that” part df: His i vidence, TW, 1 7 wen x fed 
Ms The 1 &this letter W "Yai ngley had 
5 fle fte tc ir rib," ane ; pen 
to Hitt on his ctofs Exatfilgation, Tr ide Par- ber of yea nr pe robe her” u 
pole of'þ e Tt w { wricten's” 2 de * * ol Neigen in 1940 5 
py Urte dt the bottoln zur Nady Angler dee for her aid bet GaugHEry be ladies Uo ? 


wik 5 a A m ünduum to ſew When! 1 
had Kceivid'it ; att ls Was mentiched to. 
be f. 5 1 


ord Valente L eoünfet, it the fine 
the Letter. "Ye iv fade BY 3 noble” 

lotdy, eit were ie a gre of "MF, Motte 

's at the böttam of that letcer; add that 
ths letter was dated by Hith 5 L ettidly* carl. 
ot difcovet it, the? [have examined it {rod 
Fully with thy naked eye, "ant this” Diſſes,” 

Che hind-wiiting* of Mt. Tottetihang to 

Which 1 am a tanger, except, by bat leder, 

is a pretty ' lathe" hand; add there” way nit 

roi. for a date in this hand-writihg' at the 
böttom of that letter. I have not Beef üble 
to "diſcover the ſmalleſt” appearance of A „ 
te; and it would' have anfwered ns pur! 

5 oe 5 have made hy ' alterftion | in the — 
of this letter. K Waal meant ſömethitlg 
done with a thallſcloub infentfön, 1 giee the 
| counſtt thei tholce to mention any ofle way, 
month; or yeat, afttr the death f lord An- 
glely, whe it Wal Written; and the letter 
arh, and is\confelltd, to baye beth written 

c hi death. The imagination 6f un 

N furmiſe, how the date of this letter 

could be of any confequence, or the forj 2 y 

of it of. any ue: but 1 ſuppoſe, When R kr. 

Tottenham ſaw a letter of his with 4 date 

not of his hand- writing, he thought at rk 

vie w, ſomething Was vroing, tid therefore 
| gave it 4 bard Expteſſoui, to which, 'T wiv 

ſorry to find, he adhered the next thy, No. 
thing can be clearer, man that the date of this 
letter in a different band-wrlting, Den 
has been called a forgery, can hay 

in this caſe. _ N „ 

I have now, Zohe 1005 "the pa 

relating to os ont Mo and 38s of lord 

490 0 and the 17 utation of tlie tmattiage 
between 1741 and Sober I 7821 There 

are many 15 of beer credit, 

who fully prove the 0 e ind che de- 

_  clarations of 1406 Ang lie during this pe- 
nec; and an the oefter band there 1s" no 
: oled to alt chis, except the fin- 
ge teſtimony, of 'Mr. Tottenham, Which 1 

have endeavoured to. account for by natural / 
and liberal obſervations upon his evide oe, 
compared with his affidavits and lette 

bse Fielding I do not hep bes, 


it Deklataftons bf the Father I ſuch a ca 
very different fen the beton) of wienef⸗ 
aſe ſes if lord Angleſey . 


' agd incident to that 10 the power 
"thoſe 


Bur there Wie nö dont of the fact bf We" 

mürtige 5 Whether he was thatrie#'ot not” 
Au Sinip(atts, was Hoe"GTpiHted, but hi 
the” oftrriage” as Liu” or © 15 
* Liidhledgitlent' or che feige 
ſtane way true 0 Ld the 


the bg of aten wing i" this e 

de den fe, ls Aff e era Pee, 

aftkt an Inveltightion! if many 

verdict aganift ford Atigleſey ; it was kounden 
7 pon he Lore 70 d allen * ah 
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beficyed" agatirt u comte man; and 
rejecte e in iis favour, efiat the | 
would Have lowed in favour öf atbther. 
geiitletrian, whom 1 very arieqeally Tuckett 


” if eee, fiewed wien the gteateſt Uearners,” 


at he Was intitle# tö a Verdit; and 'yer "Y 
jury fam agaitiff him; bot, Wen (ike hück 
rétbbved the fim of prejudice, the" bid: 
Milk convinced of the integrity of the July, ' 
ſave dear into the defa oft 3 the KY 
r had any effekt, and" lord Angleſty 
——— in voſeflion? of his eſtate. But 
aluſt che 7 katl, win wy 
have ' woos ea upon ramp ron 
will never make that” Anfbrtunäte See, 
ſiti in his grave; by ſiiffefifig the irregulüft- 
tits of his life to depfive nfs legitimate . 
of the Antient Honsürwör this noble fatty. 


a 


4] Vhat the law calls; ' 


infamous; ſd that ow Wet would" that be. 
allowed before any fury, yet his declardtions * 
would be adden dr io. legitimacy 'of bis 


ſoch; He could not b deprived of the * | 


dedlatations,” We agree with all wr 
lied 5. K Ute þtinciple. We de not 
it W. far 4 ſome other coühtries. 
Scotland; if chere hae heed ' children vefbre 
the ceremöny, ſuck: children art Jegitimats} 
and they wil enjoy ver ohly tue eite but ' - 
the * 2 Ala father. We are much er 
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a Saint ie kn ä 
ee eee 
ee in lar es dehpte 18" this 3 
me wan Hat power t Aer the ct 
Aa W60&lafitivfs gtzht b rave” ih ever 
OU er Fate as much weight in MyOur of 
Raft childitn;” as the” declafatidris: of 
nf In Tuppbrt vf any oth contri, whiclf 
by fhwitic if Capgble te fofm. THOR declaY 
faded have Beit ebhfidered' as if Ff FVOUP 
Jud, Auglefey; büt they ate Jechararions 
Hd in f ic ic afürming 4 Nhe to” HY 
Vith a thing part r bis" eftateg alan 
o lis ſon not bblf u Baba ent te 
provifion,” But in this patticulat cafe to the 
inberſtance of: two thirds of ths *eflte, "of 
which thelt declarations make Tr Angletey 
mat for life" on. 1 Mall conclude” this 
pate with a fingle "obſervatibn'; that an in- 
Maier id not” to he foithd%in' our law oo Docks, 
not in the niſtory e of ag of thoſe” ebuntries, 
where there his cen a Conſtant uninterrupted? 
co ont, and devlatations” of the mar- 
Ve rk rſt ed! in by the facher 
r mn 'yrars conſtantly, and ro the time 
of Vis" death, and Where the mother is . 
, and proves the marriage by à tre 
Abe, confiſtent, ind uncottradicted 
miiiy, "that the tegitiinacy under all ghof 
de den was not eftabliſhed: 1 Hope; 
whie digit y of the world never will afford fach 
at friftance, which” would he: rifindus and 
; me e of "the very funda 
FI VAR e nn Hitktil ne 1 } 
4 now to the marriage on tis cphth 
of — 17. That lord Angletey did 
0 witt for än heir, and by this lady; cannot 
125 row 'be controyerted'; the marriage” Pe 


5 
d 


cannot 


entertain ths idea in 1752 and ndt in 1741? 
Every circumitince of probability tews,” he 
'Etitertained ft at bite titne'as well as the other. 
Teng Angleſey having i ir long in contempla- 
em to declare this marriage publickly ſent 

about for 'his friends, and when they came, 
mentioned the purpoßs of the meefing: Mr. 
Maſterſon, one of the company, ſmiled, and 
ſaid; be thought, they had been married be- 
' fore 3 lord Angleſey anſwered, that it was 
true, but the witneſſes were dead, hd be 
hers therefore be martied over again. Neil 


wel an unaffected and natural reluctance 


tit perfotming the ceremony à ſecbnd 
ime, which was certainly irregular. - The 


As of the tharriage of 1741 was called, 


for by Nell; and brought down by lady An- 
dee, Was Uünded about, and read By feve- 


reid, Wr having 


hy weiting, and” 3 marie 


bent; revlting-clic 15 and: the 


Inyary; 


his ond ma 
is o6Qd,' that Mel Makvrſom fall, it Was 
centered between lord' Angleſey: hind «Mr 
Nell! By-his/@Idence'be; explaihy- 2 
that Nen Few, the fro nd marriage us In- 
tenchecl, duch hot tut "ONE! Trac 


Mafterſoti' S161 from the manner of the Ert 
N. Ne Ny 
nientioned;0©®. Tah ald Ne bard 
ic (hrprizedy” „ 
His evidenee wis, that Net Taid{ the 
deremoly was Yuite un iy, 295 4 fuk) 
prize how ſuch à matter could de t 


Gen The aſſertidm of the couh led hin me 


ice miſtalre : Ie 


Ie ws not ſayintz, He wis furd! 
prized au the ſecond ceremony us 4 Hovelty” 
but bs an impropriety.; and in this mähmer 
he uerwards "fully explained his theatring.” 
Wiki” chis'bertificate" of mat Was: inde 


tha way” his bund 


3 ar, , 


pete any alpen ub chat eertifie of 
Taf. If it % 2 coiitivance n 17325 the 
paper nd ink 
there bull have been dbubts raiſed in the 
msd ef ſome perſons im a aumerods com 
pany. They would have dmaitinicated their 
_ Gubts to ofltiers; and ſuſpiibns" of forgery 
would Wave been hiteulate®* but it does not 
appear! mat any one of the mültitade of 


Pots it beyond doubt * Why then ſhould he! people then ptefent ever 'etpre 


nor did fr cer entif thts any that's ng; 
chat che name Charles Kavanagh; was 
; "all the paper was' taken beets 11 
Bad eren wis tiot Enewn. But there is 
2 farther beate upon the tranf action of 
chis diy; which'will a 


ade the foundation för an objedt 
mean; Net's" not figning the certificate” of 
1752. . firſt" itiference frorii this fact is 
hat Ne nde to the ſecond be- 
afeigned kd mal g that he dif- 


eee e the ſetond"eerembiy "thought | 
it krregular to matry a coup 1 


| before, and therefore woufd not put his name 


to" che ſecbnd act. N fecbnd Thference ls, 
that the reaſon for the fecond ceremony 22 


founded in wur, or in belon; ay. 
' ot of "the companys Neil declared, it was | 


that 


DDP 


Wentib et Im kite bebte. 
— eren ſeveral perſens pre- 


e Tt 


Hes bh Nel 
was é&dnéerted ſchbehe. & perplertey of 


1 ak e. 2 55 iner = 
of this" hour,” nc perſon 'thety 


mut have ooket'freh, and 


- 
— — — 


# "IN 5 
— p IG 


appearidi u ſtriuing light 
in favor of ford V alentia;" this” it 2 beef 


n 1 1 


3 


1 
— 22 og, ne 
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1 of the tranſaction, except. the marged 11 
ple: The. ſecond certificate; was; weng. 10 
ſupply. that defecto by calling up ne. wit 


n 


wat che ather: witneſſes. were dead, 20d that 
Neil ns the, only ſurvixvor to.give amaccyunt 


veſſes, If the firſt certificate. had been fcti- 
daus, he would affuredly baue put bis beme 
w/the; ſecond u but be thought eng zuthen- 


tigk certificate of; the truth - ſufficignty and 


woe relied upon becauſe, i Neil's not fan- 
ing / had been to give a pretence to. thoſe ph 


The obſetvation on his not ſigning ie ar r. 


chst it would hare; been abſurd to Agn g; Ser- 
tificate,, reciting and cht ing the truth of 


his. own evidence, Theſe reflectians e 


ſeryations, it would have been mentioned at 
the time, and ſome of the witneſſes would 
hays taken notice of it in their teſtimany. 


naſa, ariſing from..the'; ſubhject. It is not 


Prętended to haye been; à contrivance be- 


ven lord Angleſey- and Neil, that Neil 


wiſihle an 


thould not ſign the ſecond certificate: This 


bertifcate was certainly, not the contriuance 


of ,Neil z. the word manijage.js. twice, wrong 
ſpelled, and. the word, uſed in his certificate. 
39 amatrimpny. - * groſs inaccuracy, could, 


not have been b 1 man, who: had taken 


his degrees in chis, Univerſity, and appear 
to, haye been a man of ſenſe. and literature, - 
It has been objeRedy that there is a rafuce, 
of he word September, Where, 
there is any ſuſpicion about a, writing, it 


firſt occurs, to ſee ii there is. a raſute in it; 
but it is clear, chat the 


raſure of the word 
September could have no effect ; and t ere 


i no. doubt, that the certificate of 4738 


Was A. real certificate. ,;.. It would have been 
caſy to have had 10 certificate wriuen over. 


| # allembled, the remain 
der afterwards. 5 is natural under thoſe 


circumſtances, that 4 de writer, ſhould. have. 


made 2. miſtake in part of, b word, and not 


have waited to cop it out fair. But this 
marriage has been called. a ridiculous, for- 
cical, chimericʒl ſcheme, fit only to entertain 


boys in a nurſery; yet lady Angleſey is ac- 


knowledged to be à woman of good ſenſe; 


anti it is ſtrange, that a man s firſt rate 


underſtanding, ast ſhe has been called, fould 
have planned a ſeheme, that no body. could 
believe; but the whale ſcheme was no more 


chan to publiſh a real fact. Taking the cer- 


tificate. of 1741 40, be ſalſe, and connecting 


it with the tranſaction of 1752, all appears 


but it a 4 cate, 
farcigal -; 41 4 25 taking 1 as & true gertifi "I F: 7? 2 $ 
2 7 0 p N » "x Py. . * 92 
b F: ( 
1 Fg 4 8 f £ g 
* 5 1 
* 


unser! in 
for, driying, About in 4 go-cart, or playing 


oman many 
ly previous to the birth of every. 
one of thoſe children is now 2, perſon of ranks, 


in favout of his poſterity, 


Every; thing. clear and ee 2 cot 

that 2s/afeigned, tary. n 1 cus 
yented z and conſic 

A, ding. + ſhould, as 


ſoon, aeg ber | 


With, a.delh,; But it is ſaid, the ſecond mar- 
riage ewe there ngyer was;a former ; and. 
Wege Salled upon to, mention inſtances, 
where zuy man has ever;; married his. vie 
over. sgain, if the firſt, matrigge was not pri- 
Vite e Th here ate à thouſand ſuch inſtances, 

Was an inftance of a geatleinan's 4 oth 
wing the fame, wo | 's ſucceſſive», 
child; yi | 


and enjoys, a; Strat cſtate,,., The. matriage 
wt; be connected wich all its concomitant 
cireuraſtances ; and (particularly '- with, , the. 


There, were many | Krong reaſons.” 
5 105 this are ceremony ; Mr. N 
dn 


eil was an 
n; therefore his deaths, be- 


"lg 65s a yery probable event! the pere. 
tuating his Evidence. by 4.-publick declara-, 
tion Was. a, prudent meaſure... Another, rea-, 
ſon appears from the teſt im oy of Mt, Tot- 
tenham, for . whoſe opinion, lord Angleſy 
had g conſiderable regard; be found at Roſs,. 

at MI „Tottenham 5, the Principal famiiy 
of the place, was eſtranged from him: Mr. 
Tottenham gives him. a. very ſenſible teaſon 
for it 3 he goes home, and takes his advice 
by publiſhing the mafriage. But lord An- 
gleſey probably foreſaw, his concealing this 
marriage ſo long would occaſion litigation.z. 
he was app ehenſive i in 1752, that Neil migbt 
have died, and that he might have been; de- 


| + gives weight to the prived, of his. teſtimony... 1 Angleſey,. 
evidence of that wenden: part was wrote, 
| before the 


from... her youth was likely, to ſurvive ; but 
counſel, muſt have informed him, that there 
would be an objection to her as an intereſted, 
witneſs, and therefore he determined by the 
ſecond marriage to, remove that difficulty, 
and to enable her to bear a deciſive eee 
nd of her .] n., 
It is "objected, that there was no ſuit to 


eſtabliſh. this firſt marriage. One anſwer is, 
there was no ſuit to impeach. it, tho pub- 


lickly avowed, Why there was no ſuit to eſta», 
bliſh it, can be accounted. for. Lord An- 
gleſey might } have been afraid of two acts of # 
parliament, one of king Charles, the other 
of king George. the firſt ; the one making it 


2 capital felony to marry à wife,» the former.” 


being alive ; the other making it a tranſport», 
able felony 3 and a might hun been one 
#44 we 75 i , 5 . a #4) . 5 . __ reaſon, OR 


reaſon for not diſcovering | the marria W 
ef, tho” of ſuch nature that he probably did ' 
a chuſe to mention it: Lord Anglef 
ht tiave been very unwilling to'Infliture 
it,” Where he muſt have given pübliek 
xa chat rhight have made it doübtful, 
whether he was not to be brought under the 
Petialties of one of thoſe acts of parliament- 
ut befides the apprebenfiof of this thete is 
tiother ſentiment, that arifes in every ont's 
; Jord Angleſey” might have been un! 
Willing to have bircumſtances appear in 
cbürts of juſtice, that cbuld do his character 
no eredir, He muſt have had ſome ſenſibilfty 
about him, and in the courts this affair of 
Ann Simplon muſt have made ſome noiſe to 
His prej udice ; 'and a” man hunted through 
every court of equity, law, 'and' eccleſiaſtical? 
jurlſdiction, might have wiſhed to reſt for? 
ene of his life, and might well Have 
ſhuddered at launching again his old and 
ſliactered barque into x tempeſtuous ſea, 
where his property, character, and honours: 
Had been nearly wrecked. But beſides be 
Was afflicted with an infinity, which required z 
the lenient attendance of an affectionate friend, 
that was only to be /found in the other ſex: 
Perhaps lord Angleſey, ho had lived a good” 
deal' ſechided from the reſt of the world; 
could not at this time of life eaſily: have found 
| petſon to ſupply in This Particular the 
plice” of lady Angleſey. ' Mr.” Fitzgerald's! 
teſtimony e that he could not bear the 
thoughts' of being ſeparated from her; and 
that he was apprehenſive, fuch a ſuit might 
Have laſted the 'remainder of his days; 
and in the ececleſlaſtical court he could not 
have ſued, as it appears, he was under an en. 


communication there Toy" many 1 in ine 


litter part of bis life,”” ar . 
y 3 tecoghition' of * 'marviags of oa: 
y publication of it in 1752 is a circum- 
200 of great weight ; I mean by tecogni- 
ton a publick acknowledgement of a fact 
exliſting before by parties competent to tue 
making ſtich an acknowledgement“ The 
word ĩs not new; and bs perfectly underſtood; 
| This recognition, Connected with eonſtane' 
chhabitation and reputation, is a8 ſtrong evi- 
dende, a8 ought to be expected in à queſtion? 
of legitimacy ; and, that lord Angleſey perſe- 
vered In this truth to his death, has apprared 
from the teſtimony of the re verend Mrs EG- 
ins, WhO was in . year 1760 4 tator to 
lord Anmeſle ; and when he was about u Week 
rene lord Angleſey” aſſured bim, that tady! 
| 4 2 was his lawful "Wiſe, and lerd A. 


9d en c 44 e e ' 
is” 


— 
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when in perfect health. He perſeveres in this 


nefley hs legitimate iſſue. But! it is faid, chals 
was nö introdhctiun to it; be in thib ue 
counted ſor ? (Bold Aula found nis in 
firmities ineres 
pfoaching F and his apprehenſtons appear 
have been well founded-; he thig FG 
t6 make this declaratibn to: this Wir 5 tutor 
atid'a ergyinan, fof che purpoſe of belag: 
afterwiids remembered; and Ion, that de- 
claratiom Wa made for! ſuch ul purpDI, and 
obuld de lor in othert . Nr“! Edkins fays,): 
lord Was grown very devdut ad à 
great bad prayets two or three 


nitenlt, 


times ay," und perſeyered in this declirs-. 
tion; that his conduct to his wife and chil=i 


dren mate Edkins tale. it for granted, that 
this declaration was true” In Hilhardts caſe; 
which I mentioned, the o. evidence! 2 
found the verdict beſides] the. 
the wife wis ſuch” a teſtimony a. "this; a 
deathabed derlaration. We arb told, ſuck! 
declaration are hot tô be regarded: but L 
will appeal to the right reverend bench, he- 
ther they do ſiot find in the general, that 
the approach of death | reveals: almoſt every 
ſeeret; that the heart is open, that the dying 
chriſtian is a+ n] man and whether in te 


caſe of à very great ſinner" they would: not 


regard hib declaration in tböſd ſelemn mo-! 


ments, more than many baths of duch a m 


truth at all times, in' ſickneſs ine 
and even in the very hour of death. 21 


I proceed n to the teſtimomy of a wit? 


neſs, hem Ihave been very müch at a Tols: 


at what time to mention, or under hat hend 


to claſs # and I hope, your lordſhips will have 
ad much difficulty! to believe him, 1a I _ 
had to claſs. him ; I mean Stopford:F 


This man begins with — — | 


diffetctice and entire ignorance; he was not 
in the wüynn he ſays; tocknowrany: thing a · 
bout thetny he always abſeonded ànd went a. 
way, when he · heurd their names mentioned, 
and would ge ut of the room; till he thought, 
the converſation was over; from this outſet 
one would ſupppſe he itould deen 
the cad: Bethel opens by degrees, and ap- 

pears a witheſs to every part bf it. . 
ſtrungh, * that a man, who determined to 


knowinothing of the mutter; df you believe: 


him, ſhould xn) more: than alli the witneſ- 


ſes together. Tbere is ohe tircumſtance, 
that only can! decide, Whether he is to re 


celvs credir;; and that iscthe time, when the 


words ꝓmhich he ; atteſts,: were ſpoken; by 


lord: Angleſey: eee ee it is 
Ned e e 15 ee ineredible, 


1 he . 
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th halb, and tell Rim, that Was ww wg 


_ chr}; untadrried; diſtreſſed in his. circum 
| anices, und ſecluded-from: ſoeiety ? It chere 


| dente: . ig only 
lord Angieſey had d 


plate, as appNUhen VG it might have raiſed-, 
ſuſpiciane chat he was married; and ther- 
8 forecealled. for tha plate, and ſhowed in to 
Fading in + this; manner. to prevent bim 
freun fulpesting the truth; and in his light 
it will be aft weight im favlαfτỹõMef lord Valen- 
tial but it is moe likely, that, the hole is 
= fition;: The other patt-of this evidende 
inne ede. hischeing: ſent by 
led 


the avidance eee E nryſt on- 
pate corhie teſtimony tlie even f. on 


a biet ai N u l Sagt ality 

a boemiſe ,contpary.to. the whale, 
— $:hs: begins; with: flying, it. Was 
in 1 30 ys then, recaliefts,; that 
aſter 193 this would not he fo very 4 
bie. and ches ſayv he cannot, remember. 
the time, and dees ho. ανν.τ]· whether. it was. 
17 or 27% but is way betwenn thaſe ten 


At 


| — Thavit Pould not be before 2352, 38 | 


tobabla 4 lord Angleſey: was not. in eig um 
Naneds beſort that/time-ta ha ve had a. fervice 
of fl — it n knowny he was. beſohe 1752 2 
very diſtreſſod many, Is it credible, that lord 
Angleſey fhould asien the- publick marriage 
in 172 call Thie gentleman. publickly into 


plate withouti{his creſt, 36 he in 
fer Julio Tha there was a ſervyice nr kin 
buught ſot her, is; proved-by. this, witneſs,. Is 


an ſervice; of (plate auſua compliment, to a 


kept miſtraſo it an appendage, of a noble 


cam be ſuppoſed t bejahy; truth in, this; eyi- 
by: ſuppoſing, chat be 
mined 49: publiſh. his 
marriage be hyd: haucht this, ſervies of 


gentlemen: of unqurſtianable, credit 
muſt be.confidered: a perjuret, if — of 


of their own witheſſes ; it i ef ta the. 


da avtqunitizgivent bu Merc! Linydyci whey fays,. 
that aat:Rofenattbe about half:iazyter; Arthur 
wens bonſtamti n called borbAungfldy,; Which 
bew iti tuchabe den ln ng lady o GStar 
mimi teſolutibn at dt 2im6co: give all..the! 
weight; pod ble to:the- toputationi of thin mary! 
_ Triagaz/iandthe tuſtimamy te Pieldingrisout-! 
_ tetly incunfiſtent ub that inn tion heiden 
_  he'tloes not. appear have bean inithe> on- 
fictner of lordrAngliſty: j thete iq,. 
_ raifei of: ſecreſa nos g this 


ee t 
quitsincrdible, and thereſote; Thope, thoſe 


FLOG 9 1578 19 45 1 Is 
die two. park of his, in will ws « 


ms no! longer than from 1741 to 1745 


Stopſard after. 1735 to made 
| bergdaidian, toi hir baftard- fon! Arthur: 3: alter, 
| tberpublickvitaing at Raſa, the; ttamſaſtion 
of Oe 175 209; allizber:willÞ: I have 


ſtatedh it: Is; impoſſible 0 believe this tals. 
Many! 


ſom if; it was, he would not have. left lord 
Angleſey one guinea to ſupport. him, B. 


Cary 


lizthe credit here, as they did in another place 
anothes. part of his evidence as. to Mr, N 
muſt he rejected, if you feject thoſe yo nid-, 
terial, parte; for if he ſwears fallely. in any 
08s ports he can, have no credit a8 19, the 
reſt, be ſays, lord Angleſey in 1348. quar-. 

relled. with Mr. Neil, * called Kim vile. 
lan z it has been objeRted, that Mr, Neil 
miiſt haue had a. bad. charader, becauſe, he. 
was chaplain to N Angleſey, and yet be- 
cauſe lord Angleſey. guarrels with, and abuſes 
him, there muſt by an end of Neil's A: 
8 An objeftion has. n WAR wed we 

on, that this marriage of 1741 had been 0 
ſectet * 17524 J muſt obſerve, that the 
objeQion ſuppoſes à fact not true 3 for tho 
not publickly anounced till 1752, if was not 
ſo long kept ſeeret. It was acknow ledged to 
Eſmond White and Maſterſon in, 17493. to 
Maſterſon beſore that time; and i in 1751 and 
1362 to other people ; ſ0 that it yas, kept. 


r. 
- This; ſecrecy is to be accounted. for 
in a variety. of different lights; by the ſuit. 
wich. Chacles Annolley and the EN * 
tained, by him in 274 in Ireland, and 
154 in England, But it is ſaid, lord > 


gleſey was not in his power, or, if he waz, 


that be. exerciſed that power with rigour 2 
gainſt, him. That he was, in his power, 1 


proved by Mr. Coultherſt and others, and by 


his haying a ſequeſtration againſt his Whole 
eſtate in, Ireland with coſts of ſuit ; that be 
a; vigorous. uſe of this. ſequeſtration, i is. 
nat proved ; the fact certainly was not ſo 15 


there was a further reaſon. to: keep. it ſecret ; j 


hie; ſitostion with reſpect to James Anneſ- 
lex, It is ſaid, that his claim was not made 
at the, time of the marriage in 17414, and that 

his / intentions were 


int. known to lord, An- | 
glefay, till. he received. the letter, which has 
Denne praved, from. lord Glerawly , but that, 
legten ſhews,;it Was known in Jamaica 3 con- 
ſicarable time before,; and. that be had. taken 
tho le of. earl there. and, the circumſtances 
of: aht fomarkable | caſe ſhen | clearly,. that 
the proceedings. by James. Annelley, were ap- 
piichendet] before 1743 by, N AP*: 
parte there were doubts im the minds eyca, 
of Ahe family at chat timg z for theletter ah. 
I;hops.you wil be able, to anſwer; Which 
expfefies.'a' doubt, whether ſome part ok ibe 
my told. by James might * be true; 11 | 


his 


muarri 
Bus after the we. in 17 7437 
4 was perſecuted by the Behr of man- 
ind, (although, , T acknow edge, occafioned 
by* kis own indiſcretion) Wa it a time to 
ye "raiſed the voice of his family agai 
him, and to have increaſed the publick 
rej Judices, to Which he had nearly fallen a 2 
facrifice? Charles Anneſley was intitled. to 
one third. at leaſt of his Iriſh eſtate,” and. to 
ſucesed to his bonours,. if he had no Ton 3 
and would not bays been ſo li ely to aſſiſt 


him, if he knew he was married. 1. is faid,, | 


that after the death of Charles this Mr AS, 

great. a ſecret as ever, 1 deny i it 3, t 5 re pu- 
tation had commenced |; before, but grew, 
Monger after the death of Charles. In 1748 
he determined to.make. it publick, and. did 
publiſh it by degrees | down to the marriage. 

in 1952. Among other circumſtances of is 
_ dilliels, that might have reduced him, to the 
neceſſity of a rudent reſerve, his fituation 


4 


with Ann Salas might have been one; 


ſhe had inſlituted a ſuit, which was depend- 

ag ſeveral years, and he might have wiſhed 
to Wait the event of that and of the, ſeveral 
other conteſts, in which he was engaged, 
But there f is no accounting for the effects of 
fear in a man, WhO was indebted i in large 
| fums, bad created many enemies, and did 
not catry about bim that ſhield of ſteel, A. 
conſcience ' void of "offence. | 5 ere is no 
accounting, for the effects of pride ir in a man, 
Who had married a poor girl of a reduced. 
| family; there is no accounting for the e ffects 
of whim in one of the moſt ſingular men of his 


ume. But it is faid, after having ſeveral beau-. 


tiful children i is it poſſible, he zould keep this 
ſecret 2 It is very 7 poſiible ; while Charles Ka- 
_ vana b lived, there were two witneſſes. of the 
marriage, Neil and Kayanaghs remaining, 1 in- 
| dependent of his wife; he might have reſted. 


| ſecure. during. their fives ; - and it is: common . 


to poſtpone, What is every day, i in. our, power. 
I wiſh, I could (ay, it was not the practice of 
mankind in, the most momentous r 
from. A miſtaken n netion, that \we I thall, haye, 
Ir le; 
rn our power. to do, when we plesſe; ſuch 
a diſſipated | man might well have 1 al ought, 
ith two witneſſes living, and the certificate 


_ pre} 
l to him the. terms of equality Kill 


ſigned her maiden 
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ret ; "bus So moms fit is in 


7 al 


55 Non, ee none 
be 1. 5 wy 1 i 


break N promiſe 


being 1 in the. Power, of. a man; who might 
have, lee her a 7 Proviſion, . or not ane 
fl wil Beſid ides, af Was to deal with a 

fort of gentleman ; if ſhe. had diſ- 


ecret contrary to her, wotd. and ho- 
re, but that ſhe 


nour, 1 could not 


ond have been . with as litue * 


e uy ry woman, I indiſcretion, wick x 


by the ſtory. of the ſmith: but ſhe: 
e re her mother; not ta be uneaſy. an her 
account. 4 . — 
de Hever was twatried to lord Angleſey, or 
her mother would not have married a, ſmith. 
ven the pobility themſclyes,. 38 well as thoſe. 
who. ate connected with, nobility, are fomes. 
times led aſtray by natural artraQions to ons 
vw pay, e 


1 


ed, I weight; for tho! he ſays; they 


je 
were kel pt at ſchool on terms of equality (of, 


which | terchs he wuſt, have been a very good 
Judge 3 at, eight yaars of agel) yet aſter the 
ord was, called. Jord- Anneſley, ac- 


1 5 and therefore prove nothing - 
Lord Augleſey z letter, and hix Anglofev's. 


receipt in 1746. have been ſtrongly objected; 


5 xeceipt for 8 I. for the uſes of lord An- 
gleſey's houſe, given to White his-lordſhip's: 
ood alſo. then agent to Charles 2 
and witneſſed by Charles Kavanagh; this 
letter and receipt proves no more, than what 
we profeſs, which. i is, thät the marriage at 

that time was to be kept ſecret; and lady 
Angleſey has acknowledged, ſhe! ſometimes 
NAame.. But. to whom is 


this reoęipt given | to lord Angleſey” s agent, 


tô one Who was. ip the next ſettlement. of ad- 
counts to return it to lord Angleſey,; and- 


conſequently 
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ces: ko be ap example. to that lex, 0 


e Feret, and not to 
Ade given. and. often, | 
enjoine 3. the was allo, bound in intereſt by. 


lar objection is, tho 


r. Lo 4 exidence, which bes | been of 
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lady win martied; And that” 


"The: noble lord“ eouneit' ftated Els ente 
fully; and tat, which was "really "cardia 


beeketet 1. iel 4 $1 N 


konſegu my y 2 piece © of * gore lik 
t&'v& uſed' againft Her. How it it cam 1 4 
be gen uß W II" require obſeryatic e 
au ive dal BY. oy 5e e iy 


f did he retain it? de "becauſe be K 


Wy 
there "was ſüch 4 fe NY "and ht . 


Piece of Teddies which © mig ut N 04 e 
to Charles Anzeney, aten he, was was. ent, 
and to *the Simplohs wich who, he bad a 


connectioh. : Hete nas been an interval f 11 


years from the privire to the public f marr age, 
and this is the f receipt for 'mone) wn 


by this lady, except 4s tp the bond 


this piece of evidence then concludes Kae 


in favoir of the nöble lord, and againſt the, 


purpoſe fo which Ie 18 produced,” If Juliana 
had ſigned her hattie'freely like other women, fi 
many papers muſt have been ſigned" by her, 
eſpecially as ſhe nad all along th care * the 


family, and yet not 2 fitigle paper durin ng. 


this long examination has been produ 
figned by her, except this. The fair Fedde 
fion from theſe eircumſtances is, that this. lady 
had more than ordinary Kaution, ho ow, for put 
her name to papets bi dela reaſon inult "he 
ſuppoſed for. this caution, and ud other can 21 
be aſſigned, but an atitecedent 'marria iage 70% 
ceſſary at that time to be kept ſecret. * But 


Charles Kavanugh's' name to this receip . 


conſidered ax a direct conttadiction to ad 
marriage in 1741. but inte of that it 


defeats the uſe intended to be made of the re- 


ceipt in 1746; Where was the occaſion for a 
witneſs" to receipt” for | $1. ? It was not 
White called upon the witneſs, it was lady 
Angleſey, for this purpoſe that Kavanagh. 


ſhould account for it, why her maiden name 


was ſigned,” and prove ner maffiage at the' 
ſame tine he proved” the” receipt; ; ih was a" 
mrd to the lady 2 


the treatment has been Nee Na noble 
lord and his antägbnitts] they do not Rate 


any par of their ele, least the noble lord 
mould defend hirdfelf* Upainſt that cafe ; 


this proceeding” of theirs" is contrary to the 
roles of all courts of juſtice, Which Judge, 


Setundum allegata"et probdtu, and requite, that 
— bro kriow, whit he is to un- 
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reatme ut, they call a pathetick rep reſentarion, . 
t Keep ide kate of 'their owit cafe in theit 
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ſaſe againſt” any ill — a 
quence, that might Bie attended 1 181 
ber maiden name to this paper. n 


tte: Kang given, ; 
1 auß gentlemen, who te 
to 1 NOW) in Nas Rs Gas 


inet . 
ys abe married 
30 5 5 be beth ber 5 oh F, 
to produ 0, or 110 | years. after his 
But it i- faid, this i: is a ae caſe,” "an | 
therefore they du ght to be 1 nag .1-my 
r | the) 5 5 ſeldom Teparated ;, 3, 

eridd FJ his abſence can it be 1 — d. 
ries a fa Yoble lord. goihg, to another W 
and formihg there a boote, temporary, COnnecr 
tion, would write many affectionate letters 
to his dutifal Tpoulſe | at home 55 conſtant enge 
rience ſhews, that poor ladies in ſuch an un- 
happy fituatipn ſeldom teceive inſta nees of 
their hulbaids kindneſs and alfeQion even in 
writing. 8. 5. i this "had An | 1710 


3-3 XP 


rg wigs 
band, and 1 wil Ka you letters i in, the fame 


mannef, ſigned your affeftionate wife. The 
not producing! thole letters, inſtead, of tbewing 
it 4 fictitious caſe, Thews the contrary ; it. 
would be looked upon as a contfivance, if the 
letters were produced, and the hot producing. 
ahy ſuch ſeems to be a ircumſtance of fair- 
neſs... 1 acm ſorry alſo. to obſerve, that lord 
Angleſey could not be very fond of writing 3 
for from his orthography Is could not have | 
been a great maſter of his pen. But! it is ſeid, | ( 
Why did me ſubmit. to bis bringing 5 0 
t 


CY (7 


natural ſon in 1746, if be was. married 
her? "but would the have hewh her reſent- 
ment againlt the vice of the father by ex- 
poling the innocent child? ve, the ſhewed' 
this git adventuter in his infaney, 
his boyhood, bis youth,” and maturity, that 
the reccleded her obligations $ tothe ſtock, 
= which be Tprung * if bad been a 
pt triſtteſs, ſhe might have been jealous of | 
a be ith the boys; ; but, could have 
had no apprebenſions of a x competition | between. | 


. this child and” any of her legitimate children. 


But as to all thoſe objeckions there is this an- 
ſ(wer'; lord 11 5 1 0 N It us, an 112 
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n 1 in fuck, ene 4 
be 101 n win. treated more free 
the huſband, than. "i Hon had ow 17 
. of equality; be 


1 85 cone berfe 
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f yer a | 
WOE 15 1 


A Re e % yet 1 5 now appear 
. to B r Rronply i in oe of the noble 


lord, ed ſnew the danger of going one ep 5 


2 ſal N or con 5 efure z; 'for if ole arti- 
_the Pelief of ſome of 


ca the re ellen of the claimants, l 
brew to 3 have bad! gteat Weigbt. 

B thoſe articles it appears, that as to t * 
Winds lord Angleſey was tenant for fife only, 
with remainder to his firſt and every other fon 
in ſtriet ſettlement, rem: ainder to Charles in 
like manner, remainder. to the right heirs of 
| Uhe earl; but as to one third, after the death 


Charles without iſſue male, he was tenant ä 


nn ail, and he levied, fines and ſi uffered reco- 
Vers. conſequently had a clear power to dil- 
poſe of one third; he had alſo a powet of 
1 of the eſtates at Camolin, and in 


fan) 


a man; who has a great deal | in bisl power 8 
dispose by Nis will Fd F ett tes, which are not in 
his power, from. the thank the © deviſce - 
muß abide by the whole Will; and, as tothe 
\two-thifds, the declathtions” of his Ws 
were, 3gainit his own ſaterelt; as they made 
him aint for life, and eſted the yg 
in "his ton. Is 5 Ne ene 1215 
We fave been often told; that the 100% Hite 
been taken from the bat of a dlehouſe'; the 
fact gr otherwiſe ;' her mother having had 14 
Tons" and two daugttters was in narrow cir- 
cutnftances trijen for 4 Lite to have recburſt 
to this induſtty'; 
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a4 


bred up in this ways, ahi never nt ay paß | 


'tefs in ! that bouſe. | , « PA R 


Il tothe bo tb" the tetiniony of lady PY 


pleley, aud ab the caſe'will principally depend 
upon the credit to be given tö her, it is ne 


ceſlaty to confider the objektions to her evi: 


dence with more than ary minuteneſs, 1 


caſe as indut ment to her teftitnony, and as 


eireu nfo) to dcteraiine whether ſhe bas 
Hyord truly or not. WET hays "Wo 
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FN 0 W come to "hae part of the We 
which the noble lord thinks himſelf * 
N more intereſted, whatever may be the 
event, than in any other part of it; that 
which concerns the reputation of his noble 
and honoured parent. For 30 years, till a late 
event, the breath of calumny had never 
blown on her reputation; ſhe had eſcaped all 
thoſe hoſtile ſhafts, that were levelled: againſt 


the character of her huſband, and had the 


merit of reforming a licentious and irregular 
man. That ſhe is a witneſs by the laws of her 


country, no man can controvert: but as 


doubts have been endeavoured to be raiſed in 


inſtances, where there was as little foundation, 


I beg leave to mention, that this point, name- 


determinations. - But I ſhould treſpaſs on your 
-lordſhip's time in quoting precedents to ſup- 


[TM 
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17 that the 8 is a compatent 1 
for her child, was determined by lord Hard- 
wicke in the caſe of Stapleton and Stapleton, 
and that there have been ſeveral other ſimilar 


port à rule now clearly, eſtabliſhed. It has 
been mentioned already, that the civil law 


allows in thoſe inſtances the evidence of a pa- 


rent, tho? not in any other caſe. But it 
is neceſſary to conſider the extent of this 


rule. It is not by the rules of the civil and 


canon law confined to the caſe only, where 
the mother is diſintereſted, but extends to 


to the caſe of the mother when ſuing to 
eſtabliſt her own . r provided there 
K k are 
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kin t 
this eaſe), to te 
clefiaftical courts. T 
petent juriſdiction in pan us T 


| the lady. ig her own cafe was: admitted, and 


A at dex, cal, ibe 
Ibis is the” true light of gonſidering this 
queſtion ; not as a queſtion, in Jer of f lors 

Angleſey, hut as. againſt bim, 55 Was now 
living, and he the; wife or the ſon « ende eavguring 
to, prove the matzisge againſt him, If then 
te would de admitted in the eccleſiaſtical 
Tourt, as a witneſz, where the herſelf was in- 
Fe to eſtabliſh, the marriage, . tho ber 
huſhand controverted | that fact, bow. much 
E clear is it, that the mould, de admitted 


all together diſintereſted,” I muſt therefore 

take it as certain ground, that by the laws 

of this country ſhe is unqueſtionably a good 

0 _ witneſs; the only. queſtion. is, whether there 
is any reaſon to induce your lordſhips not to 


by the rules of law ſhe muſt. receive it; 
ſhe ſtood ſingle, your lordſhips are to give her 
credit, unleſs by the teſtimony of others or 
by her own teſtimony ſhe appears not to de- 
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or by circumſtances. She proves the return 
of lord Angleſey and his chaplain Neil from 
Wales to Camolin-Park in geptember 27413 
che ume, on the 13th of that month by 

in preſence of Nixon Donovin her 
brother, and Charles Kavaiiagh his-lordſhip's 
| | domeſtic ſte ward; that" immediately after the 
mm ceremony Neil» dtew a certiſioate of the mar- 
N nage, and fgned and ſealed it, and Dondvan 
1 [696 Kavatiagh' witneſſed it in her preſence; 
W — thut the certificate was written and ſigned 
3 on i tsblez that ſtbod under 2 pief "glaſs in 
the partout; Where they wre married 3. that 
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ey," who ſoniecime thut day, or night, but 
not {mmiealarely, gave it to ber thut ſhe 
wie. it in der E In ae places, 
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hay 
aſes, 2 


ſeceſes her as 4 witneſs, whic 2555 
will; kind i in the 7905 1 liam Wk agaii Bow bh 
Orne in Sir obn Strange reports, where 


7 ment; bbs perſons 
ſuppletory oath. 


the conſtantly lived i in his houſe, had the ui 
as a witneſs, when the declarations 'of her hus- 
band; and ſo many other circumſtances eftab- 
liſh the fact, and when. ſhe-appears to be 


give her credit; if no ſuch reaſon appears, 
if - September 1741 from Wales to Camolin- 
Park ſhe is ſupported by Cahill, 
Miſy Batts, and the book of Miſs Battd's 
father. As to the fact of the marriage ſhe 
ſerve it; but ſhe does not ſtand fingle ; there 
is no material article of this caſe, not à fact 
or circumſtance to which ſhe has ſworn, in 
which ſhe is not ſupported by other witneſſes 


Neil delivered the certificate der Hil 


ſometimes in . And 
Never pro duced it ein the Le of the ſecond 
ce Leue on the Veh of Oftobet 1742, when 
| ce rei e n the former tharflage was 
mM. by ſeveral perſons. then preſent z* 9 
e never age with it. from thence till Fe. 
1762, when ſhe gave. it o Mr, Mark 
Whyte | er r attorney 3 that lord Angleſ 
made her promiſe to keep i it ſecret” at the ti 


et 


2 61 


of the marriage, and frequently afterveards 


enjoined” riet obſervance. of the eng 
ur were Taid under 
the reaſon” fot 
Charles | 
wer be was, and his 


e fame Promiſe « of 
$ reſerve was his en of 
in whoſe 


t 
Annelley, | 
uit wh "Jams Landy; "x that in 1748 after 

the deaih of Charles he determined to diſ- 
cloſe f it; he intended to have made it public 
long before, but was prevented by his ſitua- 
tion in reſpect to his many lawſuits and fa- | 


fairs ; that he was at it in 1750, 515 ; 


of his equipage,, and the care of his family, 
and Was as much, miſtreſs of his houſe before 
37 52 as after, and ſhe | proves an. uninterrupt= 
ed cohabitation from September 1741 to the 
death of the earl in 1761, except during his 
two abſences in England. 

In theſe and many other particulars her 
evidence is confirmed by other witneſſes ; as 
to lord Angleſey's and Neil's returning in 


mily af 
and 52 ; from the time of the firſt martia 


Rigley, 


is ſupported by the appearance and proofs of 
the certificate, now cloſely inſpe&ed, to 
which new additional proofs have been given, 


845 which is as clearly eſtabliſhed, as any 


paper of that antiquity cas be after the 
deaths of the witneſſes She is further ſup- | 
ported in ber evidence a8 to the marri 
by the declaration of Neil before the ſecond 
ceremony; by the teludance expreſſed bx 


kim againſt the ſecond ceremony by the 


Ancerivy of that reluctance proved by his 
converſation} with Simon ['Kavayagh, and by 
bis nt ſignling tile fecond certificate; by his 
ſolemn declaration at tlie time of the ſecond 
ceremofty, in which he muſt be taken to 
hure perſevered during the remainder of hi; 
lie for 8 or 9 years, becauſe there is no cre- 
Able witdeſs to the contrary. She is ſup- 
ported by che tranſaction on the 800 of Ofto- 
ber 17524] by the proof of that certificate ; 
* as to the accdunt the bas given of the 


5 . N 
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| (ranfation 3 ſhe-is Kipparted by 
Mr. Maſterſon and the other witacfſes to that: 
paper, Wwhoſe deaths and hand writings. are 
all proved. Her evidence is confirmed by 
the early: reputation: before; #746,. 


increakiog to-the:time-'of the] publick deals 


ration at:Roſs/z:by the frequent declarations 
of her huſband for: many years and in his 
laſt ficineſs; by the draught of his will in 


Aprik1552; and by che wills endeten by kin 


in 175 and 1759. As to the reſolution of 

lord Angleſey: to: declare the marriage im 
1748 ſhe is fupported by the te ſtimomy of 
Mr. Maſterſon; and in What fle ſays; that 
Jord: Angleſey was at it, meaningthe diſco- 
very of the marriagg in 1950, 1751, and 
1752 ſhe” is ſupported by Mr. Butler, Mrs 
Maſterſom, Min Talbot, Mr. (Tottenham; 
_ and by the evidence of i Mr, Perce: from his 
coriverfation with lord Loftus... In the ac- 
count” of i Richard's being brought over in 
1746 ſhe agrees with the witneſſes for Rich- 
ard, and with Mr. Lloyd, one of thoſe wit- 
neſſes, as to the ſending the two boys! to 


ſchool at Roſo j ſhe is ſupported by «Mill; 


ſtronger circumſtance, an uninterrupted co - 
babirgtion for twenty years, except: in tw Oo 
inſtäances in which he reſided in- another 
kingdom. Cohabitatjon in all caſes of this 
nature is the ſtrongeſt evidence; this cannot 
be too oſten inculeated; or proved too clears 
ly, berauſe it is the main ſpring, upon which 


all matrimonial cauſes: turn; it is like poſſeſ- 
Ron in the caſe of property, which, if for 


4 cebtiin length of time, the law” preſumes; 
is' a lawful poſſeſſion. The preſumption. is; 
that the cohabiravion is innocent and lawful; 
and {lighrevidence will be admitted in ſup- 

Arhat preſumption - The acknowledg- 
ment bf be husband, tho! fo nes contras. 
dicted by him; will With cohabitation” be 
often conſidered as ſufficient evidence; which! 
appears ftom the caſe of May againſt May, 1yth 
of the late King, in the time of chief juſtice 
Las; there the huſband had applied for an 
act; of parliament, and it was neceſſaty for 
the procuring it, that he ſhould make an af - 
fidavit, that he was not married; he made ſuch: 
an aſſid avit; the queſtion before a jury was, 
whether he had been married or not; there 
was no evidence but cohabitation; the oath! 
of the wife, and declaration of the huſband 
on. his death bed, contra 


of the man himſelf; yet the jury found 
ſor the matt iage. Bemiy! the declarations of 
lord Wette, MATE as 0 1 ouguet —_—_ 


ching of the bond, paſſed by Mr. Annsſſey of 


4K to the bath 


be admitted. ere es ae. 
ſol ſtrong an abjeQibnC:4. ao? 945 465 lin | 
There care other: important parts) of 4 
caſey; in which her evidence ds confirmed by 
her adverſaries 3 as: to hr not kndwing. any 


Nallyſax in 179, a the time of taking lu, | 
her/advbiſarie give her predic by not 


ariptoducing: 


ben fob then the witnbf⸗ ö 
ſes to that᷑ bond would upoù their broſi d- 
amination have confirmed ber | teſtimony; 
aud therefore none of ithole witneſſeb are E= . 
amined. She his alſo mentioned the great 
and, of his being and thinking himſelf in the 
power: of Charles Anneſley, und therefore 
bis keeping the marriage ſecret; in this ſho 
is clearly confirmed by Mi. Coulthurſt, who 
er thro' the ſuits to ſhew not only 
his diſtreſs, but his being entirely; in the 
power of Charles 'Annelley; It muſt be now 
taken as certainly true, that he was in 
diſtreſa and in the power of Charles, that h 
thought himſelf in his power, and that 
thoſe eircumſtandes united were the reaſons, 
or rer de W wehe this m To 
riage ſecret : 1511 is Th 
Many of thoſe . 
duced before; conſequently our adverſaries 
Have one great advantage; they talk of dur 
going over the: ground before; but they have 
had à much greater advantage; they knew, 
who our matetial wieneſſes were to be, and 
where they lived, and yet have not examin- 
ed to the character of any of them 3 they 
knew the eyidende. „they gave, and probably 
were to give; and by not impeaching them 
have eſtabliſhed their credit beyond eontra- 
diction. Thoſe witneſſes, who ate unex- 
ceptionableʒ confirm lady Angleſey's teſti- 
mony. I hope therefore, I have proved my 
poſition, that ſhe is ſupported by witneſſes 
or circumſtanoes in every material allegation; 
If then your lordſhips would believe her, if 
no reaſon to the contrary, was the a ſingle 
witneſs, there can be no doubt of giving her 
credit, — is ſupported by a number of 
witneſſes ant à variety of | circumſtances. 
But it is ſtill ſtronger; no witneſſes: are pro- 
duced to contradi& her but Elizabeth Smal-\ 
ly, whom I may call an infamous and per- 
jured witneſs ; for the counſel, ho produced 
her, now admit her to be ſo. The contra- 
diction, ſaid to be by Darcy, upon reading 
that part of his e e to ve 2 
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OR IT FT whether:iriany! 


q particular ſhe contradicta herſelf; it ismeceſs: 


ſary therefore;toexamine her teſtimony: a8 to 
the conſiſtency of it with the greater minute 
neſa, to ſhewy that there is not any obiection 
to it, that has the leaſt foundation. The: firſt! 
objection is, that a judgment was entered in 


1740 in her name againſt the late Mri An- 


neſley, and ſatisfactidn entered on the record ; 
and thut this bond taker in het maĩden name, 


and the ſutis faction upon the judginenty gon 
tradict all, ſhe has faid in this part of the caſe. 


The firſt queſtion- is, Whether ſhe has ſaid 


any thing in contradiction to this bord, judg- 


ment, and ſatis faction; ſuppoſing all were 
proved : maſt clearly the has not ; tho 1 
hall be a little minute, 1 hope I ſhall be ex · 


cuſed for reading the queſtions put to her, 


and her anſwers: * When lord Angleſey de- 
% ſired you to ſign a releaſe to the bond; did 
ec he deſire you to ſign it by your maiden 
<«. name?” He told me it ebuld not be 


done in any other manner, and ſaid, at - 


A did not ſignify, for I was under covers 

<, tures” She alſo ſays, that lord Angle 
fey deſired her to ſign a parchment ar paper, 
ſhe does not know which: not a ward of her 
evidence here that jars in the ſmalleſt degree 
with the bond of 1749; the judgment; or 


ſatisfaction:- The record could not be read 


to. ſhew! ſhe ſigned a warrant of ſatisfaction, 
tho it was read to another purpoſe ;/ her ſign- 
ing the warrant to acknowledge ſatisfaction 
was not proved, nor was the warrant pro- 


duced g; a co was offered to be read, but 


not inſiſted upon: But ſuppoſing it proved, 
that ſhe ſigned that warrant to acknowledge 
ſatisfaction, is there a word in her teſtimony, 
that contradicts it? On the contrary. ſhe. 
ſays, he deſired her to execute a paper or 
parchment, ſhe cannot tell which; the re- 
oeipt and the warrant, muſt be taken all as 
one tranſtction. They have not grounded 
their objection upon any thing, that happen- 


ed heres but upon the notes in another place. 


J hope, I may take the ſame liberty, and be 
allowed to anſwer the objections from thoſe 
nen was aſked there, How came 
55. you ſo reluctant to; ſign the diſcharge of 

&&/ this bond ? gBecauſe it was the only pa- 
per I ſigned my maiden name to, that I 


2 Ni thought would be on record.. Was that 
<<, paper any thing more than a way for the 
| 4, money? I can't ſay; what I ſigned, 


00 but imagined, i it would be on record.“ 
Thoſe notes ſhew manifeſtly, the contrary of 


I” is ne upon, and remove all ny 
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this tranſaction. Therefore us to tliis bond ant 
judgment, inſtead of ſhewing any inconſiſten 


oy, they are ftrong circumſtances to confiras; 


her:teſtimony.” But I cannot leave this part: 


of the caſe without taking notice, hom very 


hardly ſhe is dealt with. They do not ven- 


ture to aſk her, whether ſhe ever took ſuch 
bond, direted any. judgment to be entered, 
or executed ſuch warrant; and the bond is 

not produced, nor the warrant to enter Judge 
ment or to acknowledge ſatisfaction, nor 


the attorney concerned in that buſineſs, for 
feat they ſhould give ſome light; thi! the 


warrants muſt be ſuppoſed to be in the hands 


of their attorney, and the bond in their poſ+ | 


ſeſſion. Your lordſhips obſerve the word; re · 
cord) uſed by het; a receipt on a bond could 
never be on tecord againſt her; but this warrant 
for ſatisfaction would be on record; therefore 


ſhe has given evidence, that points to ſuch 
acknewledgment of: fatisfaQtion - ae bo | 


contradicting i Mon Tal] 106 

There is another obje&tion- had: WY a 
judgment obtained in her name againſt one 
Hay entered in 1750. A. judgment being 
entered in the name of a perſon is no proof, 


that it was with the privity of the perſon-. 


The very officer, who produced the records 
ſaid; he knew many inſtances of judgments 
entered without the knowledge of the nomi+ 
nal perſon ; upon this judgment no ſatisfac- 
tion has been entered, nor any account given 
of it except by producing the record. There 


was a judgment in her name in 1949 againſt 


Mr. Anneſley of: Ballyſax; that cannot be 
objected to ber, becauſe it is to be no 
taken for granted, that the bond was paſſed 
and the judgment entered without her ptivity. 
If ſo, why. ſhould it not be underſtood in the 
ſame manner in another inſtance in the fol- 
lowing year ; ber having been ignorant of one 


raiſes a preſumption, that ſhe was equally ig- 


norant of the other; eſpecially as the * | 


mant's council did not venture to bring out 
the truth by aſking her, whether ſhe had lent. 


money to any perſon, or my lord in her name, 5 


or obtained any bonds or judgments, or any 
queſtions to that purpoſe, becauſe if thoſe. 
queſtions had been propoſed, the gentlemen 7 

knew, ſhe would have given your lordſhips a 
full and ſatisfactory account, that thoſe bonds 


E 


and judgments were Without her knowledge. : 
The next objeRion is, that ſhe ſays, he 


propoſed marriage to her ſevetal times, and, 


after he ſolicited it ſo oſten, the marries. him. 
Conſider ms queitian wp anſwer to it, which 
| e will 


k 2 * y 
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vm put ad deen ide gleaſaldyy' that in 
-genious fancy has employed upon / the great 
ſpblicitation neceſſary to be uſed by à noble 
earl in marrying a poor girl. How long had 
1. lord Angleſey mentioned marriage or pro- 
, poſed it? < At different times; und a few 
% days befote 30 not u word: of; ſolicitation, 
nor the idea expreſſed by any other. the an- 
ſwer is remarkable, and will be material in 


another part of the argument ; the queſtion 


. conſiſts of two parts, tha mentioning marriage, 
and the propoſing it; the anſwer correſponds 
with the queſtion, ſhews the purity'!of:;this 
lady, and the innocence of her conduct from 
the beginning. She ſaid; he mentioned it to 
her at different times; that muſt have meant 
during the life of Ann Pruſt, but he propoſ- 
ed it to het a few days before the marriage, 
which muſt mean after his return from Wales. 
He propoſed it to her not more than once, 
but a ſew days before the marriage, tho! he 
had mentioned it to her ſeveral times before, 
N during the life: of his former wife, then an 
old woman ; he mentioned it to her ofiginally 


38s: an/inducement:; he propoſed it to her, 


hen he was at liberty to make ſuch propo- 

Hal, as an a6 page 118 the ee 

f an engagement. | 0 4543. 
The next e en! is; a he nates that 


til the ceremony in October 1752 ſhe kept 


the matriage inviolably ſecret, and that in 
this ſhe is contradicted by Miſs: Batt, and 


in the account of hat paſſed at Roſs 1 


Summer 17523 many queſtions with the ut- 
moſt addreſs were propoſed by different cout» 
eil to this lady to draw her into an inconſiſ- 
tency as to her keeping the marriage ſeeret. 
They ſuppoſe, it is an objection to her eonſiſ- 
tency, that ſhe did not keep the marriage a fe- 
<ret, when it did not any longer remain x ſe- 
eret. When lord Arigleſey publickly an- 
nounees it to the world, and goes dbl 
with her to Roſs in a coach and fix, and ſhe 
is publickly viſited! as lady Angleſey,z Could 
it be conſidered by her, that ſhe was then to 
keep it à ſecret? impoſſible; for - 
thought proper to publ iſn it, her engagement 
Was at an end, and there was no more reaſon 
than there is for ber keeping it ſecret upon 
her preſent examination: but the ſatt is not 
fully ſtated by the objection. She is aſked, 
„whether ſbe kept it am inviol able: ſectet 3. 
IJ confeſs, ſhe anſwers, She did 3“ but im- 
mediately adde, I cannot ſay poſitively, I 
did not mentian it to any one I mention: 
7305 enough te make ee 


By 


cepted) by ever 
anche | 


<:mih&'as; io me; I never hah ihe ce}: 
** tifioatey and unleſs by a Night hint, did. not 
, mentions: any - particulars ; not a w word 
that ſhe'concealed it, after her lord wiſhed, it 
ſhould: be, publick and dee 
it is perfectiy copſiſtent in words, apd. Nan 


ow - $3.34 1937 4 2 is. 28: N 8 8 yu} "0 
The next objeion isfingylar:z Is. 


-haye beech an idlot, if ſhe; bad. made the ob- 
jeddion Tot it put her hanours and her j join: 
tube out. of all doubt 4, this objection is not 
founded on the good underſtanding of the 
lady, but: is intitely removed, if you 05 
her to have common ſenſe. It is ſaid, 

certificate way kept in the robings of 15 wy 


3 5 ren woſt 198 | 
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hats it! in thay: manner: But. When you 2 
tend to this; ridiculous: circumſtance, Jour 
lordſhips,w i oo it contains a moſt ſerious 
argument t pre the truth, of what,.. the 
has fajd ;- lobk into the; certificate, and you 
will ſee, 2 pin has run thro the ſeal; it muſt 


have happened; from what ſhe mentianed, ; 
-thas the kopt it ſows. time; in, the robings of 


a;gowng end this circumBange ig, to, be ad- 
ded 10 Abe jntrinfigk weight of ihe certif 


6 $ 7 — 


if n 1 1 does not anſxet the purpoſe, 
ing an antagonſſt, it generally, s the 
hand, that; direRts it. Tere. is, no objec ion 
made to ber conſiſtency, h that . is, nag, when! 
examined a ans of. her. conſiſtency, in chat 
particular; 
2 which has not ofteg. happened i 1 25 

: me is not i nconſiſtent with ber! elf, in 
nos tor meanings, ot in any. gpe fact op.cir- 


_eymſtance,,of the whole: ler and „1 not | 
contradicted by any one; witneſs, or Weh | 


circumſtance, or any pne-probability 3, But is 


ſupported by every witneſs; . {Sal 159 r 


probability. An objection is made 
that ſhe; has not been credited in another place ; 
it vill be. my; duty t9.endeavgur to-gi ive it an 


unſwet. I fay, lady Angleſey, was pot known 
in another place, had not teſſden there with 


an excellent, character for, thirty years; 2pd 
your jlordſhips muſt have, greater 129 5 


in perſons of credit in your own coun are 


ſtrangers. gan have in another country, - 

are ſometimes national ;prejudices, in 
countries, tho perhaps leſs there t an, in 0 
other 3 and an r e witneſs will 


not 


ajed it Picſelf, : 


Ig. 
ble, that a woman, of her ſuperior and es. 
Alted underſtanding. ſhopld. not. have objected | 
to the ſecond marriage in 1527 ſhe would 


oate, /) Ridicule, is a,very.tharp weap 1 7 | 


and..a;.coofirmation. of her evi 


circymſtance, and by every . 
howevery | 
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la 
4 | 'ewing "that ſoch' concealment! 


1 wy which lat, 
deine for or againſt the matriays} ll that 


4 108 jj 


ted webs with the enn 


other . — 4 in her owny where by an 


"{treproachible c' for many" years" ſhe 
has eſtabliſhed her eharadter. But ſho ks ſup- 
ported here by many witneſs, and ciüeum- 
ſtances 8 in England z he 
is ſupported by the evidence preceding the 
marriage, by ths cercftcate of 494. xy" more 
clearly proved heren ind by rde hand- writing 
of Charles Kavuhatzhg ft; up boy bnd any pot. 
Abinty of doit! 6 te draw fre the can 
deut of count this fort-of condeſſſon, that 
it iv; not {improbabley but Charles Kiavariagh 
us under hs influence'sf this lady, and that 
6 put bit name tze it to be thade ufe of b. 
her on a futüre beate, whenever he coule 
prevail on lord Anglefey to marry her. The 
reputation of the marriage befste 15460 the 
Ackndwfedgment 6f it by lord Ang ey be- 
Tote 1749, "the detlafition"of Neil in ſummer 
1757, And che publié declaration aud' viſiting 
In Roſs before the ſecond” ceremony; arb city 
cuimſtances, which did not appehr upon ene 
btcaſidn, and prove a Marriage bofbre O- 
752. A witneſs wd toductc gglg thai 
ttiflcate © in Great Britain; and no Witneſs 
delt Aunſt le % Ekzübeth Swaltyl gives "no 
defice'againit the'ceftfieats'hetey and con- 
As what, the Tworeagainkt ie in England, 


< 
Dy. now faying it ie not the Tame, wks But-. 


, 5 evidence ÞHew, and 
| the eaſe. 'A Eteat᷑ diffcu 


ves great firepgth 


mary 


of Greit Britain umz es ler ute fm br u little tenement; how much more éught- 


Wi long contedinertt of- the wilfriage} which 
Was not actounted: fer t the fatlsfuctio ef 
ie Forlihipy f vue Heievideiite bf ME But. 


| | er. Mt. Pefee; and particularly Mr Cout- 


bh, note o e wete' examined in Eu- 
nd, Have altoſfether" removed that Gifficuley, 

hable And intbefſary; "and Wat” de euf 
thoußht o. We nie the advuntage 6f 
more numerous Attendance; hot onty the af. 
Aſtanbe of the teathed lord in the firſe de- 


Paftchent ef che 1% Which! they bid beg in 


Ba ” but dye have the aſſiſtaned oF A fight 


E bench, to whom tlie derten of 


| rf png "cus properly belongs; the 


des in & court of | 


inf” \the* Biſhop's | 
af, the ſentence of the Himes inn 


fete is varied or revetfed,? 17 1 hating 41 

- The opitilbi'of itte Eörds in Great Britain 
has been Eoripdttd (%% verdi®y" Which the 
wert jury ought tc Follow: Phe werti@'of 
1577 ougtit Stains ver ind anther 


zy fr hav if" boch werd u band m A 


county, where the faqts and witneſſes were not 
Tuown, the vordict of a\.county thoroughly 
wotuolviced: ih bath ought: to have! more 


he lead, becauſe it happens; at their doors; 
and they know: the charattem of the witneſ- 
ſes : Wilt you cherte fore defor'to the opinion 
of other men however: great and reſpectable, 
Who have not in this , partjcular« caſe the 


Tame means df information; mn yquy' _ 


hips, living in che ſcene of 
muſt be ſuppoſed to have ) Even in a verdi 
by 'a jury of the fame county; if it appears 


teffimpny of a, witheſs, who aſterwards ap- 
Fears to bo per ured, it would not be followed. 
But the Lords of Great Britain have not de- 


- termined, that this noble lord is illegitimate: 


The queſtion propoſed there was, whether 


the claimant made out his title to the honouts 


in hit petition, which by a majority of the 
Lordz/*who attended, was ne in the ne. 
re 'Tf any 

minds, they could not avoid coming to ſuch 
:#:refolytion, ſor to make out à title the evi. 


dence ought to have been clear z but here the 


noble lord is in poſſeſſiom, and u clear title 
muſt be made out againſt him, or elſe the 
poſſafnon is not to be diſturbed. If that'hs 


befdre we fords t be dhe rule ns te an acre of ground 


iv to prevail in the poſſeſſion of 2 ſear ih 
-this aſſembly, held in dq parliaments by his 
Majeſty's writ ? No fubje@'is refered to this 
cemmittee but the three! petitions, If your 
Jotdſhips are clearly of opinion, that any one 
of the Para is intitled, your lordſhips 


will certainly ſay ſos but if you are of op- 


nion, thut net one of them has made out his 
title, yu will come. tb fuch reſolution upon 


each of thoſe'three petitione, and then there ; | 


iun/end; of the/Orlet of Reference; and no 


ether gestion can, as 1 apprebend, be pro- 
pounded': For: if 's man bas the poſſeſſion of 
honours or eſtate, no perſon, who appears to 
have ne title himſelf, has 2 right to have a 
queftioh put upon the title 40; that poſſeſſion. 
Puls I take to be the rule of law; but ia 
the preſent cuſe the poſſeffion has received am 


addittomil ſunction from the Ade of ihe 


claimants; John Anneſley after a litigation. 


of or years! ſeemed | convinced of tho title 


weight. This is a fact, in the :decifion of 
Aich che, Leds of Leland tianirally kae 


to have been in any reſpeR founded on the 


doubt remained in their 


ef the noble viſcount, nad lay by for ſeven 


years Richerd, acqꝗoainted wich all he pro- 
6 fot ſeven ** 


60 


be wame of age. M dee Baird in 
175% of che tnarriage in 1753, and of the 


0 Claim til 1%: What has Happened in 


euren are told by the adverſe council, has 
_ ['\narried into a noble family in England z this 
— hav taken place during their acquieſ- 
once, and a ſon interefted in this very title is 
born, who vught to be heard, before any thing 
can be finally decided againſt h is inte reſt. What 
_ diſtreſs and confuſion would it occaſion, if 
_  u perſon; who ncquieſeed in a decifion upoù 4 
_ yueſtion- of legitimacy, ſnould be at libefty 
at « diſtance of time to controvert it? 0 
family would be faſe in forming alliances; 
Zut the ſtrongeſt obſervations upon theevi- 
Genee of lady Angleſey! remain to be men- 
tioned; every court and jury will judge for 
_ themſelves with mote probability of diſoern- 
ing «ruth from the appearance of a witneſs, 
5 and the ' manner and demeanour during the 
Examination, than from any obſtrvations thet 
couneil can make: Conſider lady Angleſey's 
teſtimony in chis view; the readineſs," clear- 
neſs, and candour of her anſwers, given as 
5 freely and openly to the adverſe council as to 
ber ſon's 3 the reflected dignity of her whole 
Aueportment, the cook! and unaffeRted fimpli> 
rity with which ſhe delivered herſelf; thro? a 
eroſs examination of ſoveral hours, 
£9014 flow from no other ſources hut inno- 
cende and truth. Reflect with what facility 
| ſhe hay given an anſwer againſt herſelf : if the 
had poſt-dared''the' birth of Richarda for three 
or four months, net 4 witneſs! in the world 
ebufd probably have conftonted her, Lord 
eſey then lived! in much obſeurity t ſhe 
does not expreſsty ſay, there was a promiſe of 
marriage, tho' have mentioned ong of ber 
aufwers. that ſeems to imply its” If chere was 
not ſuch « promlſe, ſhe ſhows a'ſtriQ"'rrgard 


to truth in not aſſerting it, tho? a eircum- 


ſtance in uhieh Wee en be cortradifted; 
if there was, as is the truth, there is A no- 
bie delcacy in not dwelling upon ſuch à eir- 
cumſtance, farthet then ſhe is/intetrogate® to 
ie, If ſhe! dad Helitate® which to" bave pre- 
fered, falfe delicacy or truth, thel agsinſt 


poſite couneil from an embarraſsment fre to 
the aying without being''afked; 

61 . 0 | after che September 2 
„ märried““ This part of her evidence ſhews 
the cleateſt regard to truth; in perhaps che 
only inſtanee where female deliciiey” would” 
de eee 1 could cas is ber deuntb- 


4 4 n 
* 


- certificate of the former marriage, and makes 


herſelf, ſhe would net have relieved the oh- 


mind, r ſhe Wend en b 
ſhips of Promiſes to. ſanRiify a precedent act 
by +a: Tubſequent ceremony, tho moment an 
the wean time The noble viſcount your enpeäded 


event happened, and the lutws au- 


thotiaed it; but ſtis determined nobly; 4 No; 


bit, might lock like varniſh, or a feigned 
4 tales: 1 diſdain. to-idwell-on un indeticate 


* olteumſtanee ; let my conduft for thirty 
years as wife and mother in the exerciſe of 


©. every comjugal and maternal duty ſpeak 
66. fbr it's lt; Thoſe circumſtances could 
have been brought out by council; but they 


indulged her ladyſhip in ſentiment fuitable 
to the dignity of her ſtation; and to the ele- 


vation of her mind; Tout lordſhips would 
wiſh; ſhe was competent; if the laws of her 
Country. had not made her ſo. Will you ſay; 


that ſuch 4 mother ſhall not have credit p 


when the lam fays, all mothers ſhall receive 
itz unleſs perſonally inte teſted, and; unleſs by 


contradifting: themſelves, : or being contra- 


dicted by others; they ſorſeit the confidence 


is objoQted, ſhe ſwears. to ſupport her own 


credit; by ſupporting what ſhe ſwore before 
and at firft-view that appears to have weight; 


but has not the ſmalleſt. upon conſfideratiom 


When ate ybu 60 take up the regard dus t0 


her credit? when ſhe! made the firſt aſfidavit 
the queſtion i is, whether, When ſhe was 


the; weight of her evidence. But it is ſaid; 
the human mind to give "falſe eeftimony: 


What are: thoſe ciscymſtances ) that her digs 


nity: will be impaired, if her children arg not 


dignified," This lady had feoured' her own | 


rank; anda eonſideruble jvinture for life for 


herſelf; there was 'alſo ſecuxed a large eftare 
dev bel bai, and a conſiderable proviſion for 


ker daugtiters 3- her ſon's: large eſtate has far 


an hohourabhle [appendage great intereſt ie 


2 large county, by which he might 
have! obtained a feat! in the other houfe of. 


ſworn, ſhe deſerved! credit or not?” ant if het 
iry preſent teſtimony is conſiſtent with her for- 
met, it is à confirmation; and cannot lefferi 


Parliament. : Theſe, were actſiuiſitions ſuffci- 


ent fately to gratiſ the afeRtion, 'naf! to fas 
tiate the 'vanity and ambixiony of this lidys 
Was it natural, chat a man of her ptindis 
ples mould not be fativfied;-unleſs by perjury! 
and forgery ſhie made her ſon a bod nud 
that a un of her underſtanding- ſhould 


ehdeavour't azcompliſh it by mers; Which, 


ſhe mult have foreſern would have! endedein 
this rule of his fortune and of het feputa- 
tion; 


*. 


Nan Rr 
nn — rr e 


— 
— — —— — —— — 


* 


N 
9 
— 
YL 
M 
9 
* 
15 1 
"2 4 
8 | 
9 
3 
1 
__ 
1 
1 
= 
by 
y 
£8 
* 
9 
» 
'> 
1 
2 
8 
4 
4 
2 
A 
3 
14 
:v 
„ 
1 
"x 
N 
i 
\\ . 
1 
if 
» 
11 
1 
* 4 
. : 
"#* 
. 
Gy 
1 4 
bo 
BY 
we” „ 
1 | 
PR 7. 
wy 7 
1 l 
* % \v 
1 RY 
'S 4 1 
7 BY 
| 1 
MY = 
IR 
S. BY 7) 
278 
18 
i768 
. 
Ian 
7 i 
#3 - 1 
1 
1 
1 
= 
#372 0 
1 
1 
4 
iT b 
1 
. 
1 
by [4 
*L& ; 
1 * 
0 
I, 
l 
; 
9 
8 
1 
* x 
20 
* 

7 1 
14 
. 
1 
4 

1 
YH 
: 
vo 
+54 5 
by 
2 
i IF 
* 
IF 
1 
33 
47 $4 
L FS 
4 
7 +45 
4 
4 1 4 
x 1 
1 
I 
* 
4141 
4 ? 
8 ii 
4 b 
* | 
FE 
o 3 
[ 4 4 
1 
4 
35 7 
. 
+ 34 
; 1 
14-3734 
> 86 
Ts. 
MP4 
25 
10 
33 
Wi IM 
43:9 
n 
19 
1608 
33 
1 1 
1 
72 
1 
1 7 
1 
4 
1909 
4 
+&; [XY 
pL 1 
: £8 
1 M 
627-4 
1 . 
1 v4 
4 
ng 1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
y 17 
j 13 
-4.% 
SES. 
1 
* $1 88 
* : 
+.: oY 
1 
1 
14 
94 
41% 
1 
1 
= 
144 
+. "4 
7 J 
© : \ 
; Fe 
1 
A 
1 = 
1 
65 
4 i | 
2 '# 
2 
7 * 
i; 
8 
1 & 
1 
1 l 
wh 
1 
1 
{4.4 
$ a 
x 
* f 
5 
N 
yp : 
N 7A 5 
J ; 
"9 
* 
= 1 
7 
- $25 "4 
* 4 
: vi 
1 ” 
1 1 
a 
7 
4 
9 
1 
Ut 
1 =. 
* 
— B{ 
| x1 
| £4 a 
- 14 
5 
2 
8 


—— —ͤ— eros == 
4 — * * 
£ | ES A 
— 


LG » . * 
— 2 ˙ mV. 
— © = 


SS ESE 


— a. rn Ate. 9 ea. cb ELSE 
— — I — 2 2 


— — * py 
— — es — 22 ——— —— ood ie 
- - 


Heart would feign deny. 
what ſuperior elevation of wind ought to be- 


0 426 * 


1 80 n muſt . bet nete the 
butt of malignity, and the ſport of funey? 


' {to reaſon clear as hers what are all the titſes 


and honours, that kings can give, placed in 


the balance againſt truth, morals, religion, 


and that peace of miad which virtue only 


enn beſtow 7 they are trifles ligbt as air, 


mere ſounds, mouth-bonour, which the poor 


long to ſuperior dignities ; it would be pre- 
ſumption to doubt, whether any of your lord- 


ſhips would not ſacrifice life, eſtate; honours, 
_ arid! poſterity, rather than debaſe his mind by 
ctimes ;' why then ſuppoſe, that another of 


of equal dignity ſhould ſtoop to ſuth infamy ? 


hall it be ſaid, that great Engliſh and Iriſh 


Honours are diſtruſted and reprobated, becauſe 
poſſeſſed by an unfortunate gentle woman of 
Ireland, however excellent her underſtanding, 
and unexceptionable her conduct for many 
years amongft you | By mere accident it has 
come out in the evidence, that this lady is 


married to à gentleman of honour and cha- 
racter. 


How that fact is, I know not; but 
ſuppoſing it true, could ſhe have contami- 
nated her mind by ſuch opprobrious wicked- 


neſs ſot the ſake of her children by a former 
marriage, after ſhe had partly transferred her 


affections into another family ? Law, reaſon, 


| Juſtices: humanity, ,neceſfity itſelf, eſtabliſh 


both: her: competency and credit: and as the 


ſtory of Suſanna bas been mentione 


Intiocence was aflerted "againſt two witneſſes, 


this lady will“ not; we hope, labour under 
an imputation of guilt, when there is no evi- 


dence; againſt her; but may the ſame juſtice 
be done to het as in that inſtance; and may 


the great voice of this aſſembly proclaim to 


the neighbouring kingdom, „ feturn to your 


dc ſeats of judgment, for Wh aan e 


5 fſalſe witneſs againſt herr. 
By the canon law the belag is Allowed 
a a-witneſs ; by the civil law, rejecting all 


other parental relations, ſhe is received in a 


marriage caſe ; the common law cautions to 
an extreme in admitting witneſſes who have 
any bias on their minds, bas adopted that 
rule : It is the law of the whole Chriſtian 
world 5 it is the language of reaſon and ne- 
ceſſity j it is more: than all this my: lords,. it 
is the voice of humanity, crying aloud to all 
her children, „ Let nat the link of nature 
ie Wantonly broken 3 my deareſt connec- 


tions of huſband and wiſe, parent and 
child, the ſacred. ſource: of every bliſas, and 
d of every virtues: muſt: not be ſserificed o- 


nen 


* 


4 the ſubtleties of woglek, and * ravils, of 
* tontroverſy, nor ſhall'the;ventrable foun- 
<4. dations of the ſocinl fabrick be-raſhly-and 
u rudely ſhaken; by the pickt ate of the law.“ 
. How clear ſhould be | the: evidence, how 
rie the proofs, before à man is cut off 
from the cömmunity ! | Conſider the fituation 
Hogs: 27g & man; after à dream of twenty 
or thirty years of rank, wealth, and niagnifi- 
katate: comforts! and endearments of 
life, he ſuddenly wakes to wretchedneſs and 
diſtreſs, without the hand of a; parent to 
. bleſs him; without the arm of a relation to 
ruiſe bim, without the countenance of bro- 
ther; | ſiſter; or kindred to cheer and comfort 
him ; the fond parentz of whom the law. has 
deprived him, lately the guardian and pride 
of his youth, now branded with infamy, be- 
comes his diſgrate and reproach, and ſinks 
into the grave in miſery and affliction l Juſs 
tice muſt be done, but you muſt be ſure, you 
are doing right, before you involve conſe- 
quences ſuch as theſe. Theſe are not pa- 
thetick deluſions, nor the ſuggeſtions of fancy, 
they are the dictates of nature, the genuine 


effuſions of the heart; they lead not to de- 
ception and etror, but to rectitude and truth z 


and wretched muſt that cauſe appear; which 
can only ſucceed by ſuppreſſing or effacing 
the fineſt feelings of the human mind, There 
is no human judicature, that is not liable to 


error; your lordſhips as little fallible as any 
upon earth: If you ſhould commit a miſtake 


(an improbable ſuppoſition) if that error is 
in favour of the noble viſcount, every lord 
has the cleareſt juſtiſication: The anſwer 
would be eaſy, “ If I have erred; 1 have 
e erred with the laws of my country, I have 
« conformed my conduct to their rules 3 I 
6 liſtened to the evidence, which thoſe laws 
allowed; and I found not ſuffcient reaſon 
to pronounce; that ſuch evidence was falſe,” 


But on the other fide, what, would | be the 


anſwer,?-:it- could only be, It was a very 
e Gngular:caſe,, it was doubtful and ſuſpici- 
* ous 3 Lconjectured to the heſt of my ſaga 
„ city 3 IL ſurveyed ,moſt,. critically. every 
« ſtroke in every letter of Charles Kavenagh, 
« and. I happened to conjeRure wrong.” But 


my lords, the laws would reply, That 


55 they delight in certainty 3 that it is their. 
ee muxim, that innocence ſhould be preſumed, 
«, till guilt is proved that twenty guilty: 
« men ſhould. eſcape, rather than one inno- 
<<. cent ſuffer; and that they never take in- 

<<. formation from ſuſpicione nor admit con- 
05 zecture for wei guide Nothing is more 
dangerous 


nature » wakes, the ſuſpicious man 
ſay; © Now do I ſee it plain, when'he. was 
mat deceived, and when nothing was to be 
ſen but his on fatal error and miſtake. 
onqw enter, with great reluctance, and 
Aiſtste into the cgſe of: Richard Anneſley, 


64590 


dangerous than to follow: the FTIR of ſioned a litigation in aur kourts: If ever tete 
ſuſpicion. One of the greateſt judges of was another matriagen dn ſeaallcplay; this is 
that marriage. They were drinking alter 


dinner, :Atid in the midſt ei their 1merriment 
there was ſome idle diſeourſe between lord 
Angleſey ande, Mr. Hay zi the tear expreſſed 
himſelf pleaſed with his lady, and the/hopes 
of 8 fon i Hey ſald he- hought, he would 


a . dhaſtion in which the noble lord has no „ have beeh tired of it before : this tirtie 3 the 


ing in got conſidering it at all, but fot «wo. to do tqrmotro ; Hay replied, it may he as 

reaſons 4; one is, that ĩt has been uſed againſt well done now as at any other time; my lord 
ut a2 8 citeumſtance to ſbew the improba- rings, a prayer bock is broutzbt, and up riſe 

bility.of the marriage of 17413 and the or the; company and the parſon, 48 if tney wete 
ther, that the noble lord's caſe will appear going to:dance a cottillon. It is not at the 
Gronger, . when, John Anneſley, againſt deſire of any iftiend or relation; it is whim, 
whom he has already prevailed, and ho had or. zccidentꝭ or amuſement, gor an interlude 


o long acquieſced in the.decifion againſt him, in the entertainment of the evening. It does 


ſhall appear to be his only opponent. I Was not appear, thete was ever ſuch. a clergyman 
Jurprized, that the firſt counſel ſhould begin gs Gold; but it is proved; that there was a 
with the, caſe of Richard ; it did not appear French officer of that names fan. acquaintance 

to me to carry! with, it his uſual ſagacityz.in, of lord Angleſey. 'As, there\was no evidence 
the poyerful. exertion of bis talent there of the firſt marriage, it is natural;;to ſuppoſe, 
was a great. deal of excellent acting, both ſe- that the woman would: bave called upon. chis 


mn; and; ] ſhould. indulge my own fcel- carl anſwered, he would do it again, if it was 


rious and comick ; I thought, he ſhould have 
attended a little to the rules of the cheat, 
and haye kept the farce to the cloſe of the 
Exhibition. - But, this fable of Mrs, Buntin 
has not even an air of probability zu the two 
witneſſes, to the matriage in deut ner 
make the matriage in May the foundation of 


ſuppoſed . clergyman / to, have given her a 
certificate; but no ſuch certificate produ- 
ged. It is a ſaid, tat. ſeyeral-gentlemen. of 
lord Angleſey” s acquaintance were . preſent at 
this marriages . None of; them are produced, 
not one ef their names mentioned. Here chen 
is a publick marriage, not only jn the preſence 


ahat in Augaſt ; if that, ſhall, appear t0 be gþ of ſeveral obſcure-and\ Jow i-perſons,! but alſo 


Htiog, ine foundation fails, and the ſuper- 
ſtruction muſt fall of courſe. Apg Salkeld 
is laid. to have been of a reſpectable family 
| but none of the family from May 'tll Auguſt 
inquire. into the circumſtances of the alledg- 
ed marriage in May; and tho', the father, 
mother, ſiſters; and brother - inrlaw were 
all then in London, no one of them: nor 

any relation or friend of the family, or, any 
perſon, whatever, was called, upon to be pre- 
ſent 3. Mrs. Buntin's not making that inqui- 
ui ofteven alking ber ſiſter abouf it, tho ſhe 
ſaw her that day, proves either, that ſhe 
was a woman of ill fame, of which there is 
ſome evidence, and took it 'for granted, her 


ſiſter was in the ſame ſituation ; or that ſhe 


of many of lord Angleſey's ; acquaintance, 
and, Jet no perſon. in England ot Ireland ever 
ſpoke, of this marriage, tho there was no 
reſerve. +: It is ſaid, the was publickly called 
lady Angleſey, and viſited as ſuch; ſeyeral 
of lord Angleſey's neat relations reſided in 
London at that time, particulatly lady Haver- 
ſham; not one of them called upon any o- 
ther perſon ſto ſay, they ever heard of ſueh a 


lady Angleſey ; ſhe was treated without the 


leaſt ceremony, left with a one horſe. chain, 


without a foot - man, the .coach-and ſ taken 


away, and the natural children all ſent to 
her; yet none of this reſpectable family of 
Salkeld, nor ſhe herſelf, ever complained of 
it, or of the ſituation in which ſhe was left. 


was conſcious, there never was a marriage in Every circumſtance ſhews clearly, ſhe was a 


May 1742 : no certificate of this marriage in 
May 1742 has been produced ; no perſon is 
even pretended to have been preſent; and no 
account of the circumſtances of this marriage 


given by Buntin, even by hearſay, from her 


ſiſter, As to the ſubſequent marriage in 
Auguſt, it is like a marriage, that happened 


ſome years ſince in ſmall play, which occa- 


kept miſtreſs, not a wife. What is the con- 
cluſion ? at length this commode counteſs of 
Mrs. Buntin's creating, this right honoura- 
able dry nurſe of the natural children of lord 
Angleſey, in ſeven or eight years after all 
her condeſcending compliances takes a qualm, 
and breaks her heart, poor thing, becauſe 
lord Angleſey had not the beſt character in 

M m m the 


Yorkſhire; und reſided cher to! her G 


8 Sendic ber father's: ſappoſed 
refuſal of him maſt have informed! her many 
Years before, vow vA T i ei nacn 26663 
Another cirvumtiice id impolible ton be- 
liede y it is ad thaw ſhe went ein- 1548 0 


lady:Angleſey ;- W Woman of that Fink is ge 
merally- now; eſpeeiklly in theidountry and 


of Angleſey in any 'part of Yorkſhire, of 
that any pꝛrſon vf that title was buried there, 
They ſay, thete were publick reoieings at 
the birth of the child; that he was introduc: 

edits: all companies as lord Alth am He ig 
taken ill, doctor Barry is ſent far, and pre- 
ſeribed for him. as ſor lord Altham. This 
doctor Barry was then Well knon t dhe gen. 
tlemen of Irelund. If this fact was true, he 
would have mentit ned to ſome of his Iriſh 
acquaintance,” that lord Angleſey had a ſon, 


and that he had ſeen lady Ahgleſey; by wkieh 


meany the marriage would have been heard of 
here. Phe boy, it is ſaid, is brought down, 
and introduced as 16rd Altham to a captain of 4 
ſbip, and a gentleman going to Ireland, who 
were deſired to ſayg they ſaw him q and yet it 


bi 'acknowledged;-that nenher is Lady An- 


nor lord Altham were ever heard of 
un chend. The ſtery is in itſeſf Incredible; 
und it is clear Richard did nor believe iry'for 
after he hadcheatd of it; he took Rveral fle ps 
in the affrmanee ef ford Valentiv's/ title. 
They appeal td Mr. Greene; 4 nephe 
lord Angſeſey, by laying; he was ons of the 
Tponfors, -|Burwhitt dees Mr. Kabanagn tell at 
your lordſhips ? that he went and returned 
with Lord Angleſey a 1746 never heard of 
this lady Angleſey in London z herd, that this 
boy was his ſon by # kept miſtreſn; and as 
uch he was brought Ger to relate in a 
ſeparate carriage; that Greene; to Dom 
they appenled for the trutli of this Marcieges 
0 lng firs was a kept miſtreſs,” 
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HE lord viſcount Ranalagh reported from the lords conimittees of privi eges, to whom 
was referred the. petition of Richard 8 neſley, eſquire, to ys majeſty, claiming the titles 
Aud of Nasa Valentia and 5 iro Altham of Altham.1 in this King gdom, as fon and 
heir of Richard late viſcount Valenti 2 Paron Altham; tHat the ſaid tool committees hade 
met and proceeded upon the matter to them referred, and upon conſidering the evidence and 
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following relate vis. 
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was referred the petition or memorial of Arthur Anneſley, late of Rotterdam in the 
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- My Lord, enn yew. and 
\HE * queſtion oh this reſolution 
- , whether the ſitting lord, lord Va- 
| lende, is legitimate; | that- is, whether: the 
late lord Angleſe y was married to the coun» 
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The evidence offered in daher 66 this 
fad 5 5ſt the teſtimony of lady Angleſey ; 
ſecondly the certificate of the 15th of Sep- 
tember 1747; and thirdiy the decharatons 
of the late lord Angleſey... L hall, my lords; 
take the liberty of conſidering each ſpecies 
of evidence ſeparately by itſelf, and the: ſeve- 
ral objections that have been made to them, 
in order to lay my thoughts more fully and 
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far from being an advocate for any of the 
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and properly bearcs!! nos boibnien. 
My lords, before 1 e b 
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be amiſs to conſider, how the haw Kander au 
relation to teſtimony of that ſort. 
And, my lords, I take it, that e a 
this ſort not only the evidence of the fa - 
ther and mother is admitted to prove the 
legitimacy, but even their declurttions after 
they are dead, 
But, my lords, 1 bak; the law goes 


«9s! 


LE oo 41844 


N an: zug yr) 3232 b 1200 4} © 54% (14 ? 


5 Txt 0) o alber ph 


2318 Vas Ia siemizigel ei zg saldo 
Pome gos ei 241 04 2412 03.28 Aua ile 258, ac 


— r 4 þ « © « ; os if). d £4 
74 ln i 12 Pt ay IQ Ua 11 i on 1. Sh I. 11. 13 f 


? FE. $ * a : 1 i 123 231 ? 
On d RIMINI 911 ei een IS 21d 


OF" re 4.49 1 1 I YR * 
. ** W | . e 2 5 2 141 JL Ming 0 188 


0 


$3" Þ - 5 3 +0 145 418 $1 TIBET eig. 
19243 n ien laren! sa 2 5 en uncl 
W DE: 2 4 * 4 » 


» „ « 


nage, .even-tho' a ſuit in de 
ecaleſiaſtical cburt, to avoid ths puniſhment 
the party might undergo foradultery, q and the 
reaſon, aſſigned in the booky] from whente L 
take my authority (2 Burn's Eecl. Law 30) 
is; becauſe it amount towhaut, the civilians 
call an half proof, und 3 


in favour of matrimony . " LEED 2 f 62 1 11593 og 


There is: another authorit yu E * 
1 to mentiom to your lotdfhips, in ordet 
to ſhew ho fur /courts: in admitting evi 
_ of this fordy; it is awvery remaritable 

caſe reported by Sin Fobn' Strange 3+ —_ 
of Williams: and: lady Bridp ar Qfforne.: 
"queſtion there was before the Fre 
cher there was a mavtinge between the 
phaintifF:7#3//iams and lady Bridget; the mi- 
niſter, who married them, had formerly con. 
feſſed it -extrajudicially,” but on the trial de- 
med it upon cu,; the point before the de- 


legates was, whether the oath of Mam 


court were unanimo ay uf thae opinion, and 

the marriage confirmed! [2 19 
My lord; Hardwickt carried this 1 

infinigedy further, and admitted the mother 


to be:exatwined as 4 witneſs] to prove the 


illegitimacy of her on child, tho* ſhie was 
re- eee 
maincenmor of rhe chi. King ond Reading, 
Hargwith's caſes 23. 29 1 24 ; e MH 47 
-Dare::]:prefame: to give iy own kj 

I think, this latter reſolution was going a 
great way, however ſuch was the opinion' of 
that great man; and I have mentioned theſe 


moch further; and the declatations of the cafes in order to ſhe w yνỹỹlordſhips, Bere 


JR have been admitted to prove che mar- 


far the Jaw goes in admitting evidence of 
8 hd this. 
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8 2; 1 | 


his ſort; I mein the . of the pa- conduct, that is not incredibleand abs”: 


My lords, in order to judge of the credibility | 


Having thus ſhe wn your lordihips, why or incredibility'of any man's actions it is ne- 
I clearly think, lady. Angleſey is a compe- ceſſary to conſider the circumſtances and fitu- 
3 N it will be ware for me ation, he was in, eee manner of think- 


— N 18 ne Pon“ 


9 


2 — viſcount i is era 


4 witneſſes examined | in behalf of lord ct 
Indeed, my lords, the gentlemen of the 


bar of counſel with the claimants have all 
admitted, that if your lordſhip$ blifve\ lady | 
Angleſey, there is an end of the caſe; and 


e 


ſhall 7 add, 
| that her teſtimony : as to yo ou is . 


have therefore made ſeveral objections to her 


evidence; zſomEabqwiiich, 'b:iconfefs, carry 
Freat vreight with / them,!::Givb:-nie:leave, 


A lards; to jetamiethein Sepdtgtely : And 


rſt;15/it; has! bdend very truly gſfid, Hthat 
tho the noble cdùntꝭſs is faucompetent 
witheſs, yet for ſſeveral xeaſons; i eee 
from her odnnectiono wit lord Walentia no 


jdinturt at all events of 1000/1; b eνã and 


latd Angleſehy it ia admitted, balls power 


|  to-tnakp that provilion for. her. 9212015 Han 


can't either, my; lords, think; ſhe: ern _ diſcloſed; 


affectet] in ppint of reputation; as het lady- 


anne AU $ 9 Ang. 


ng 


n 


Your Toll a very well remember, that i it 
appeared in evidence, lord Angleſey thoughe 
himſelf extremely injured by the articles, he 
entered into with Charles Anneſley in 1737- | 


where it was affirmed, and a ſequeſtration | 
iſſued to put Mr. Anneſley in poſſeſſion of 


the greateſt part of his eſtate, He had con- 
* obivelll very./ftrong reſentments againſt Mr, 


Anneſley. Now pray, my lords, is it im- 


probable, that a perſon of lord Angleſey's vio- 


lent way of thinking ſhould determine: 4 . 


put an end to Mr. Anneſleys title by” mar 
rying a very fair lady; Who Was with chil 
him ati that time ? This alſo ſeenis agree 
able to his way of acting on ſim 
Heh 


de proſecuted for ſo ding. Hig" Bo. 


Another objeQtion: very ſtrongly relied up⸗ 
on is, that this marriage was kept a ſetret 
from 1041 to 1740, When it began to be 
But, lord Angleſey's ſituation 
will very eaſily account for its being kept 


hip very dandidly acknowledged (the queſtion a ſecret the greateft part of that time. In 


1 not . papa, e Neef 


wont” To aao 397 


odd naw 2 Mm 


Frem the mänter in wich lay; Angleſey under ſequeſtration, and he was”: 


gave her teſtimony, ſhe appeared to be a very reſort for aſſiſtance to Charles Anneſſey, who 
good witneſs and to have great regard to was a man of, reputation, and intitled to 4 


truth.: My lorde, I have alwayd thought, 


thete is a great: differe nee between ſwearing out iſſue male lawfully begotten. 
to mat ters of opinion and matters oi fact- = tural and prudent for him to take care, that 
the ſirſt caſe the connection of intereſt of the this ſeeret ſhould not be diſcloſed: i to | 


L744/, he had an account of eee ; 


lontthips hav Weasel uk eſtate was hen 


— 


remainder of his whole eſtate if he died with. 
It was na- 


Witneſs may biaſs: his judgment, een: tho Charles Anteſley. Beſides; it was ma- 


he had the gteateſt regard ta the truth: But 
here lady. Angleſey. is ifw 


i he does not give: yeur Jordfliips: a true * 
cCougt of that N looms e ieee 
But, A Apnea object. that Ot 


a L457 


acdount given by »the noble ; witneſs is in - Angleſey, might have kept this matter ſecrer, | 
CD cabin improbable; and pray my lords, yet why ſhould lady Angleſey do ſoy and it has 
* baſe of the late carl of md s been aich it is very unuſual for a woman to 


. 


wig! ? 75 


* 
f 


* 


terial for lord. Angleſey at that time to en- 


ig to a matter of deavour to keep up ſome ſoft of character; 
fact, and muſt be perjured with het eyes open and his diſcloſing ſo unecqual 2 marriage both 


as to years and fortune would not have con- 
tributed to do m t ant eee 
But, my lords, it is objected, cher dad? 


"=p 


Har odraſions. 

Uri: Marvo-Simpſbn cute. and ipro- ; 
credit i is to be giyen to her teſtimon ya ae. when his wite was 1 and he. might ; 
21Myi lords, it *tanhot-be cantendedz: ffie is 
7 interrſted inothe mattaroin point of cond marriage wich Miſs Salkeld (ir your | 

' fortuge;11i Phe marriage cin 1 $7y2isvon': all lordſhips believe ap Account) Mig ſhe 
hunde allowed to beiaiigood-dne-'1 She has a was with child. 5 


to 


. 8 - 
* 


. 


&@ 


keep end, adh 6 — Me 
:#oriſolong'n time. Buty my lords ft 7 n. 
Vety euſy for ons ſperſbn to e 
and abilities ofanother. It was of the utmòſt 
_ Impdrtahce:/tv/lady Angleſey to keep this 
AKnbfter ſecret; till ſhe got my dr! perth 
fon to diſcloſe it. The conſequence of 4ift 
_ qlofingt it might have been fütab to her; he 
might and [probably would have türned het 
uti of faors;;:and{poffibly'! might have del 
Kiajed-the certificate; ſo thats her ſecrecy 
ay he very well accounted for, Her fors 
tune, her children's fortune depended b 
her obſervance of the promiſe, ſhe fays, ſhe 
made lord Angleſey; hen he married ker. 
| Conſider, my lone, alſo his character, that 


las one of the wWitneſſes expreſſes it) he would 
Have hit on way, His treatment of Mrs. 
Simpſon; ſufficiently informed lady Angle- 
ſey of the violence of his tempet; ſo that if 
| the was not the greateſt fool, chat ever ex- 
iſted, ſue muſt have kept her marriage a ſe- 
A Ber he. . e proper wt mama ie. 20 


22 


| 962 that lady. We brei, Wa the 
| year 1730 ſigned) a releaſe or a warrant to ac- 
knowledge ſatis faction on a ee by ey 
f name of Donoyan. I} * 0 1 j 14 N 
„But, my lords, lady:Anplcſey: ra A hep 
fair and full account of this tranſaction, and 
with what difficulty ine was compelled to do 
ſo by lord Angleſey ; and her eyidence is con- 
firmed by the teſtimony of Butler. His evi - 
dence alſo ſhews, that ſo: early as in 175 
Mr. Anneſley of Ballyſax ſuſpected, there 
| was a marriage, and expreſſed great pleaſure 
in having got this inſtrument into his hands, 
Which, he ſaid, would vi r 1 ber 
ſome time or other. * 29 5 
My lords, it bare was a lenk ol 
the back of Mr. Anneſley of Ballyſax's 
bond, which was given up to him, and which, 
tho' in his cuſtody, he has not thought proper 
to produce. When this piece of evidence was 


ws 


Fi firſt produced, it ſtruck me, that this bond 


taken in lady Angleſey's name was intended 
for ber as a proviſion ; and if ſne was then 
his wife, it was more natural to provide for 
her by his will, which he bad a power to 
do. But upon conſidering it, and looking 
into the ſettlement, the objection in a good + 
meaſure vaniſhes, as I find, he had a powet by 
his ſettlement tocharge the eſtate witha conſi- 
derable ſum for ſuch uſes, as he thought proper. 
The gentlemen of counſel for Mr. Anneſ- 
10 hit i Rae. if my was a real en 45 
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aj TAngietsy, Wald" bot Have" ſuffered the 
cliitiint Richdnt the foi "of Mifs Bal wo 5 
to lie in the houſe?" Bü, n of OW: ud | 
peurs Re Was pr Re the | 
lor migen Ind k Believe," the 5 5 
sud N very diMeult? to prevent ban kroch 
either Richard dr any other 
be thought proper, inte thEhouſe,” (717 non} 
„My lords che length bf time cht ikterd 
vened between the death cf Charles 'Atirielley | 
Arid the marriage im 173 4 as been Alſo" urg. 
ede a8 an- ojeftion”! 0 che reality of the 
marriage. Chatles Anneſley, they fay; } 
e 77 Why way the publfek mar- 
riage poſtponed ul 1752. "As ter this obs | 
jection your lordibipe will: recolle&;"2that 
many of the witneſſes fwear, "this-* marfiage | 
bega to be diſcloſed about the year aha 
end Aibelſeve, that the marriage in 1752 
but! A recent thought. Lord 7 — 2 
deavoured to try the ground firſt, and t 
Her- viſited by perſons of, condition as lad md] 
„h 


Angleſey; 0 non bie declaring” they 
been | married. This} appears de 
evidence of Mr. Butler and Mr. Totien. 
ham; and. 1 myſelf beliere, chat the con- 

erfation; he had with Ml Tottenham; was 
tho cauſe of the marriage in 1752. When [- 
he found himſelf: diſappoitited in his deſigu of 
having her viſiped on the foot of the former 
marriage, he then took up the reſolution of 
* ep ING And when your lordſhips 
recolle6t, | that Mr. Tottenham ſays, the 
marriage in 1752 was ſoon after the con ver- 
ſation, he had with lord Angleſey at Roſs in 
relatiom to his lady's viſiting lady Angleſey, 
your lordſhips Will, I believe, think it more 
than probable, that that very ere e | 
gave riſe to the ſecond marriagmme. 

The next obje&tiqn:rehied: Ne ay that | 
lady - Angleſey has not produced any letters 
 from-lord-Angleſey; tho“ the acknowledged, 
ſhe received ſome lettets from him. This, I 
confeſs, is ſomewhat extrabrdinary, but your 
lordſhips will recollect, this is a tranſaction 
of thirty years ſtanding, and that for the 
greateſt part of that time (except during the 
epiſode of Miſs Salkeld) they were together; i 
ſeit not have 11 0 72 cy; 
pondende. N YT an mot! 0 1 

My lords, dhe dert kind at Wie pro- 
duced to ſuppott the marriage in 1747, are 
the ſeveral declarations: of lord Angleſey and 
the wülls. made by him. And I muſt candid- 
] * nag to your lordſhips, m_ I think, very. 
I To: FD i e e oo 


40 i, "Nuts "WAL 


1 


try 2 1 N 5 


1611 "a ASL 


of TE, 


9 . 


aſt before, hie death ſorms to 8 


e at the bar. 


8 


— be had upon ok Ali the 
jon depended apon tber, they ald, 
it leaſt with me, be ef very, ligne: Teide 0: 

20 Mi, ;Edkins's account. of, his 


| ſerve conſideration. .,,Iwayld. not be; under 
food to iniagine, that his conſtant actendance 
upon prayers ſtrikes; me at any evidenes of 
bis veracity... But thoſe. declarations. were 
made ſome very hon .time,. before be died, 


and when, he thought, he would die, and it is 


poſſible, he might have ſome apprebenſions/of 
a future te, 1 nA 3 Tv Fe we 4.84 $81 


1 N ay own part do conteſt, thas - 


if: this. queſtion was to! be determined upon 
the evidence ariſing, from lord Angleſey's de- 
clarations, I ſhould, be very much jnclined.to 
vote againſt the noble viſcbunt, as! he claims 
through his father, and it in more reaſonþble; 
be ſhould. be affected an Wee than 
Mc. Joha Anneſley boi ooh 

My lords, the gentlemen. of coal with 


e:claimant Mr. Annefley object, that there 
axe 


claufes. in the draft of lord Angleſey's 
will in 1 32 which ſhew, he did not.con- 
ſider lady Angleſey as his wife ; for, ſay they, 


be dqes not call heu ebunteſs of Angleſey, 
but Julians Donovan dounteſs of Angleſey. 
Tus abſoryation ie 


ingenidas, but 1 am oon · 
vineed, yout lordſhips- 1 ee 1 does 
nat deſerve an anſwer... $0 R565 301 470 1111 

It bas been . n this: 
draft ob a will be directs, the noble vifcount: 


ſhould be ſent to the temple, and appoints: a 


maintefanee for hint, during bis! reſidence 


| | there, , And ptay, my lords, why ſhould he: 
not be; ſent; there? Lord Angleſey might as 


net knows: that an Engliſh pee could not 


education proper for a perſon, who is to be 


a member of the, rſt court of judicature in 
| Great Britain? and might not the knowledge, 

he could acquice there, be of great ſervice to 

him in the conduct and management of his 
omen affairs, which n pee to on Wan | 


ly em baraſſed? 


| read to yaur lordſhips, in 1754. wherein he 
reeites, he had ſeveral hatur al children during 


his ſeparation from Ann Pruſt; and, ſay the 
gentlemem this tefdrs; to; the noble uiſcaunt. 


But, my lords, when that will is conſideved, 


that: clauſp of it clearly. relates to the children, 


be Had: h Mn Simpſam and Glover. But, 
there i another , dlauſe in this will, 
that puts the matter out of all doubt; and 


that is the clauſe, wherein he recites, that 


1 


am cles; wherein ho-recitdhy he had the four 
children, he mentions im in gend ' 


this objeEtion: to fayy thut wy mne his 


But is not ſudh an 


count. Beides, my lords,” he 


= his: marriage Kian the dd Juliana "RY 
mentions. jaf a-formetipars::of tha will: ak 
countaſs of Anglaey): he. bed, favorab chik 
dren, wherted, four! are livimgy which hi- c 
merates, and among thei Arthur lord An 
neſleyy; (tHe; preſent noble cons) ee 

to 5% hpi on'T e OI 0 not 
-.; Your Jondiipa-will notiſurbly cole: n 
obſcure elauſe is à wih it ſuch a 'manney'as 


contraic angther clauſe which is' 


„ gr Yo ann ttiog wet 
: Your :loedſhips: will obſerve, . tur bylebh 
will be recites his intentiom or continuing his 


eſtate, in his name, blood; and family, and 
ſettles it on lord Valentia in- ſtrict ſettlement, 


with a remainder to, his thres daughters by 


lady Aripleſey. And this, wy lords, -puts 
me in mind of 3 that hab 


been inſiſted upon, wich de not Mike me 


as having any very great Weight. 


lige roch nn as © al . been e be 


1 


been tenant in tail bern in 2907 


and the degree I habe before mentioned to 


your Jorüffips. It is anſwer ſufficient to 


with he was legitimate. ; * 5 17 a of 
But, my Jords, it appears 1 adn: he 
hach other eſtates beſides thoſe compriſed” in 


the articles of 1737 and it was natufel for 


him to deſire to „ eee in ener aptn fol 
long as he could. 2705 ef 


'There is another very ebe; piece. 


of evidence has been offered by the een 


Mr. Aumeſley, and that Is me evidence of 
Mr. St6pford Fielding 


My lords; (from Mr. Fieking's e 


Ido: not believe, he intended to deceive' the 


committee; but it is impoſſib le to concelve, 
he hail the converſation with lord Angleſey, 


F va be mentions co your 1ordfſiips't That convet- 
. Anothies!, will, of lord Anglefey's. Wee ſation, he ſays, was in 17325 after the pah- 


lick marriage; ſo that it contradicts the Eafe 


of the claimants as much 46 of the noble b 


extremely confuſed; and in no ſort to recol- 


teh make the whole will nonſenfe, and 0 | 


appears to be 


Fl 


It has been faidy that this limitation to Tord 


le& facts, or the dates of them; and what 


contradifts his evidence; is, that lord Cour- 


town; was not appointed guardian to lord Va- 


lemia in a Will, chat was made by lord An- 
gleſey two years aſterwards. The account,” 
that he gives of lord 8 raed s ſhewing him 

the 


625 


Apia, be Vet We le calls ber, 
af it is of any weight; is in favour of the le- 


tlie plate for the purpoſe, he mentions, ſhews, 


de was married. A ſervice of plate, my 


lords, would de 'n pc Wer g ron 
for a kept miſtreſs. n 


But, 1 menden, that I thought; little 


er 80 weight tan be laid on thoſe decla- 
ations of lord Angleſey } and furely, they 
can'r be urged ee 
«claimants. © 

Phe next x 
Ades is the certificate of che r > 
Mr. Neil the clergyman. 

This certificate bears date in thi yen; 77415 
wt many objeQions have been laid before 
your lordſbips to deſtroy 'or weaken the en- 
Gy; it carries along with it. 

And firſt, my lords, it is ſaid, that if it 


3 * 


win tends ob de; kept a ſecret, it was ät- 
teſted by the tnoſt improper perſons could be 


thoſen'for that purpoſe ; that Charles:Kava- 
magh was a drunken idle fellow, who might 
Have revealed it in his liquor, and Nixon Do- 


novan a young ſoldier who might have vil 


wloſed i Wit of Oy d e en e 
te od 


re or an Indiſereet act in the opinion 


Sf the publick, he wiſhes; there ſhould be no 


witneſſes to it; but thoſe over whom he has 
a'command, and are under his immediate in- 
nuence j and theſe perſons ſeem therefore to 
me to be the fitteſt witneſſes, he could pick 
upon to atteſt tuch a tranſaQtion. . Kavanagh 
Was his Reward and in his ſervice ;\ Nixon 
Donovan a young man to whom” he mal 
taken a liking ; both of them entitely de- 


pendent upon him. Gentlemen have ſaid; 


why was not lady Angleſeys mother or Mr, 


Dondvan; a gentleman of fottuneʒ und the head 
of "the family, preſent ? It might, my lorde, 
have happened by accident; they were not. 


The mother; from the marriage the ſhortly 
- after enteted into with” Tobin the ſmith, 


ſuews, ſhe was Hot a perſon proper to be in- 


trulted with an affair of this ſort; an it does 
not appear; that Mr. Donovan had any cbt 
nection with ons mw” ons wy my 'fa- 
"ml | „ bo 
, evjefion; n FEE up- 
6h; ie, that this certificate has not been 
properly proved, particularly the hand- writing 
of Nixon Donovan: My lords, in order 
Kas confider this matter you will giye me 


1 


Pe . % 2 


rr 


re 
gitimacy of lord Valentia z and if he bought a 


latter only us to belief 3 but in common 
caſes an antient deed, that is a deed: above 
thirty years old {if there are other carrobo- 
rating Circumſtances in the caſe, that is, if 


in ende lebd doko er 


in which at is produced, will go into other 


. 
— 
generally proved. 44s 
If, my lords, — is node dec and 


the witneſſes or any of them alive, it muſt, 


generally ſpeaking, be e 
witmeſſes: Kee eee 


death and hand · writing muſt be proved, the 


there are cicumſtunces, that induce a proba- 

bility, that the deed is..a-real one) fuch deed 
is real from Its antiquity without proving 
either the death or band-writing of the wit 
neſſes. I admit, my londs, chat if any vea- 
ſonable objection ariſes to ſuch a-deed, or 


good cauſe of ſuſpecting its reality, the coker 


evidence relative to it : And if it was notfor 
objections of this ſort, this inſtrument from 
ats antiquity need not be proved; but as, my 


Lords, there are objeQivns to this paper on 


the face of it; it pad Ugly ropes go 
2 the proof of it. 

My lords, I am wh 1 Keying; Ats 
Densee s hand- writing is well proved 3 fr 


te twb bwitneſſes ( Ryan; I think; und Datcy) 
But, thy doi eben « man dory iv wit 


produced: r Ibn purpole, only ſwear, it is 
hre bis hankkwriting, "which they collect 
from ſeeing him wine af bel thirty years, 
and from à copy-book: «one of them had, 
in which was contained fame, writing of 
NixowDonovan's. $744.- CL LY 9; 
But, my lords} in thy: een d 


8 me appeads before your lordſhips in k 


better light, than Ef the hand- writing of Do- 
novan had been more fully proved. it in 


my opinion looks Aker a heal ihſtrument. 


6 Wing: lords, how can it be ſuppoſedi that af. 
nas) this length af time Niion Donovan's 
batulibjiltlog could be better proved: Hr 
eee ee ſchool into the midy, 
when he was n boy, and be died nt nin 
and m not in a courſe of __ eee 
_ frequently to write. % And 
My lords, it frikes me wery frongly; that 
if "this certificate was #bricated, the perfor 
confriving it would have wireſlest it;yhoſe 
names could:eafily be pẽ d.. 
My dords Aa little experiente' nber 
knew any 
writing of witneſſes t a forged. deed g be- 
cafe when the patty | forging the dee 
has the choice of 'what - witneſſes, , be will 
put i to at, he takes cf 80” TY” names 60 
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a 1 ban catty prove: But, "any "Il men 'for thro-fignires, and; it is the funk bg 
_ ſurely this inſtrument is abundantly proved. as to the preſent e whether it was 
The hand-writing of Kavanagh, the other dated the 23d, which ſeems to be the firſt | 


. witneſs, has been proved in the uſual man- 
ner, and no one perſon produced that can 

_ "ſwear, he believes; that his name ſubſcribed to 
It is not his hand-writing. ets as IND 


George Neil proves, that this whole a- 


Fan, was wrote by Neil the an ; 
but it is proved in the ſtrongeſt manner by 
Lady Angleſey, who ſwears, - ſhe ſaw Neil 
put bis name to it; which is better and 
ſtronger evidence than any proof by ſiraiſitude 
It man., 7 76? 


This is ee eee e by the 


date, or the fifteenth of September, - be- 
cauſe it appears from the evidence, that lord 
Angleſey was at Camolin - park on both thoſe 
days. 
to the 15th, it would hive very great weight, 
becauſe lord Angleſey was not in the king- 
dom on that day; but I think, it appears 
from looking on the certificate, that was not 
the caſe, and there are clearly room for two 
figures. But, my lords, tho' this circum- 
ſtance may and ought to create ſtrong ſuſpi- 
cion, it does not in my opinion g0 ſo far 


If indeed it was altered from the gd 


|. exftimony of Simon Kayanagh, who was one a8 to controll the poſitive evidence laid before 


of the beſt witneſſes, I ever ſaw examined. 


your lordſhips, nor far enough to induce your 


Indeed, when this gentleman was firſt pro-  lordfhips to damn the certificate as a forgery. 


 +ducedy and gave an account of the conver- 


Many exhibits have been laid before your 


ation between him and Neil, it ſtruck me as Jotdſhips, ſigned Charles Kavanagh ;; many 
ſomething very extraordinary. But wheri it ap- of them are ſomewhat unlike the name Charles | 
peared afterwards,” that his being produced as Kavanagh, figned to the certificate, and many 
A witneſs aroſe from a general converſation, he of them unlike: each other; but ſurely, my 


ſidered the fairneſs and candour, wich which 
e pave his eg 1 ks. it n T 
great weight with m. of; 


— caſually had at the aſſizes, and when I con- lords, it would be going a great way upon 


ſuch ſuſpicions to go againſt the e A Evie 
dence, that has been given in this caſe,. 


Weg all know, my lords, that people write 


Much time has been tikpn i up (and I think, very differently at different times, either from 


my lords, unneceſſarily enough) in examin- the different fituation- the 


are in, from their 


Ing into the character of Neil, I believe, having either à good or A bad pen, and from 


he was a perſon, who had no great fegard for many other circumſtances ; and it 


decency ; and what cler 


has been 


gyman, who had, proved, that Kavanagh was addicted to drink- 


would keep company with lord Angleſey? ing, and might from that circumſtance, ac 


He was very poor, and under a neceſſity of 222 as he was more or "ls lobery.. ie 


Aiwing with him, and: conſequently of making 
himſelf as agreeable to him as he could. 


But even allowing the facts to be as ſworn, W no one perſon has been produced, 
there is nothing proved; that goes to his com- who ſwears, he belieyes the name Charles Ka- 
as & witneſs, or indeed, I think, his vanagby ſubſcribed to the certificate, is not the : 


th ws o aft 


It is jo . Fi guring this fo 


 eredibility. Nothing, my lords,.impeaches a hand-writing of Charles Kavanagh, except 
man's evidence but his doing ſome act, that Elizabeth: Smally. My lords, rejecting the 
ſheves him not an honeſt man. Neil's cha- certificate on our own view would be at 
rater is certainly far from being unexcep- leaſt a very ſtrong meaſure, after the poſi⸗ 
tionable, yet there is nothing proved againſt tive evidence laid beſote us. It would, I 
him, that can induce your lordſhips to thinks be making ourſel ves witneſſes, in- 
believe, he would declare a falſhood. Even; ſtead of judging on the teſtimony heſore us. 


my lords, a perſon being put in the pillory 


Sive me leave now, my lords, to, exa- we 


does not prevent his being a witneſs, except 2 evidence given by Mrs. Smally, - 4 
it is for ſome infamous crime, as: re. or and ſee if the leaſt crellit can be given to it. 


perjury, or ſomething of that nature. 


Firſt ſhe was examined as, to the name 


Another objecten (and I think of weight) Charles Kavanagh in the pocket- book. At. 
i, that the certificate appears to be eraſed I xecollect her evidence, ſhe ſwore, it was a. 
7 alteted, particularly in the date and in ſurely his hand- writing, as that God made the 
. theifigures (15). I chink, my lords, upon world: Mechinks the lady profeſſed. a little 
12 into the certificate there is ſome al- too much. No one, my lords, can ſear | 


| teration ; but what makes me imagine, it is to homt-wridng e their belief, the 


not ſo material, | is, that there aided be 


An ' " AK 
A Vo! 
RR . ul N 


law | 


p F: 2 
4 Und 
wy 
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| j tle of evidence, ſhe gave before the lords of 


} | yerned 


Any 


law ken FER not require more, . W ther 
„ but may be counterfcited, _ 
2.009 part 155 her evidence, I mean, the — 


extraordinary converſation ſhe had with Mr. 
Neil, ſeems to me incredible; your Jordſhips 


recollect it, and I ſhan't repeat it. 2 
Neil, my lords, ſhe ſays, was a perſon en- 
Per dependent on lord, Angleſey : He was 
the 17 employed to forge this certificate; 
and by ber evidence confeſſes bim the chief 
1 in that tranſaction z and yet the would 
have) your lordſhips believe, that without any 
temptation; without even deſiring it to be kept 


4 de he would diſcloſe it to a little tattling 


oman ; and what is ſtill ſtranger, that he 
ives her this very extraordinary information 


in the preſence of lady Angleſey's brother, 


- whb would probably immediately diſcloſe it 
to his ſiſter. 80 that, my lords, it is to me 
inconceivable, that ſuch a converſation could 
have happened, When ſhe comes to givean 


{ account of the certificate in 1741, your lord- 


ſhi ps will obſerve, ſhe contradicts every tit- 


Great Britain... She does not believe, ſhe 


4 ever faw the certificate before. I aſked her, 
Whether the knew the hand-writing of Cor- 


nelius Donovan! ? She anſwered, ſhe did per- 
fectly well. She was then N the name 
Charles Kavanagh ſigned. to the certificate in 
3741, and ſhe ſwore, ſhe did not know, whoſe 


| trary to what ſhe f wore in England. 

Suppoſing then, my lords, this certificate 
Well roved, give me leave to conſidet, whe- 
ther jt is evidence or not; and I haye no 
doubt, but it is proper evidence. to lay before 
our lordthips ; the weight of it Your lord- 
muſt determine. 

I would ' obſerve to your 'lordſhips- 
upon this head, that in Great Britain there 
are ſeyetal acts of parliament, which, di- 
re the regiſtry. of births and marriages, and 
preſcribe the manner, 'in which they ſhall be 
egiſtered ; and for that reaſon poſibly (tho 
1 do not recollect any caſes upon that head) 
the lau may be, that a certificate, that does 
not purſue the 8 of thoſe. acts, ſhall 


not be admitted as evidence: But, r my lords, 5 


'we have no. ſuch laws. here, and therefore in 
| caſes of this fort the evidence muſt be go- 
by the eircumſtances of the caſe. 
The rules of evidence as to births and 
marriages are not ſo ſtrictly adhered to as in 


| other caſes : It is 0 only conſidered, whether 
| the WANG propoſed to be giren in e 


writing it was, which is directiy con- 


| upon conjectures. Ae 


* 


is © dender likely to ata the %% 


| * Pope 
For this Voda it 155 Wat infeeit pong 


on tombſtones, and entries in bmily-bidles, 
are always admitted. as evidence to . 
the birth, marriage, or death of a perſon. 


1 allow,” they” are not conſidered as evi- 


dence of any great ws but yet proper 
to.go bevory 3 Jury; 5 Jt. 
There is, my lords, no tule of evidence 
better eſtabliſhed, than that the declarations 
bf a wife hall not be admitted as evidence 
either for or agalnſt her huſband; and 


| yet that rule upon the particular eircum⸗ 


ſtances of the caſe has been diſpenſed 
with: As on an action brought by a nurle 
for wages the declarations of the wife have 
been admitted to charge the huſbancc. 
| Suppoſe, my lords, Neil had Yied, and! = 
entry had been found in his pocket -t bo 
that he had married lord Angleſey to 5 
Donovan on the 15th of September 1741; 3 1 


| do contend for 1 it, it would be evidence. $3 


The. caſe of Webb and Greenville in 0 
John Strange s Reports is ſtronger }' where an 
entry in the attorney's book of à charge fot 


a. ſurretider was after his death admitted 


to be. given, in evidence to prove the furrender. 
1 do not, thy tords, lay any fitels wy, the 
cohabitation; decauſe the queſtion 4s; bes 
ther lady Angleſey cohabited with Jord Ah- 
gleſey from 274% to 1752 26 nis miſtreſs of 
his wife. N 
To come to a wales Give 10 leave; 
my p to compare the. evidence en both 
fi des. FILES 25 | i 


l 


On the part of the noble ont rice is 
certainly | a_ great deal of poſitive evidence, 


that Has not been contradicted, and ſome Br 


cumſtancgs that confirm that evidence. On 
the other Tide there ate lome circutaſtances, 
that render this caſe rather. doubtful ; but 
they ariſe more frotn conjectures: and Aſerente 


than poſitive evidence; and for my own part, 


my lords, 1 ſhould de afraid to determine 
the eſtate, or property, of ro pf of any m man 


3 +4 {3 Tj 4 SI &#, 


: * kW {+ A 


The trial in the ENT of Flchegbed in 


this very family fliews the danger of doing 


ſo I mean the remarkable one in the caſe ok 
James Anneſley agalnſt the late lord An“ 
gleſey. pe „„ 
1 lords, 1 think, I. may fy, that enquiry y 
Pons not Rave laſted an hour, but from two 
as of the late lord Angleſty; the one was his 
e ih wy of ihe Ar and wel 
g Ot 
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: 190 there Is. < 
; between A. mi 


RE . does not thin 


. him, 
anged 
geotlem! 
1 concluded, chat 
inf in that 9 


1 N. endeayouring to have him 


7 


too 00 upon ah Ol 105 
Mig departing from the rules of evi- 


1 dence, clearly pike and, I believe; there 
bis not a man in the kingdom; who does not 


now, confider the whole Hory * James An- 
: rely as a 1 fable. * 


Would only 11 to "yo gur ord: 
125 that it We ſhould lake in our opi= | 
is great deal of difference 
q artfin 


2 8 


” hilly 1 tis. ** the he Tha? 
60 6 from thence to find 


72 5-3 and. from. their falſhood ws 


uld ferm a wrong opinion, the 
anſwetab for dat ahiltak Y l But 


. 
if, de depert ffem the 


ik ry = 1 * the aha 


Selk 11 
However may ap- 


enter into this debate. 


prove of bis delicacy; J can't. bu ET 


as. Lam confident, what, he would off wilt wo 


5 Fats, great light on this queſtions. : ws 9 2 
aſſiſt your. lordſhips, cliberations :* 25 145 
un paft, on, dhe beſt 
ive the evidence on. both, fides,. 125 10 


preponderates 
A viſcount. 3 


gon ſideral tion 
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opinion ape 


ke arifing from the conlide- 
ra ion of $4 and fr rom loving © our 4 


of the evidence, ant 20 upon our. "owt. 1 bt 
1 : . of the late Pris of rl 
1 ho 


y. characters and ſituations of oY 
4ftood;. * 


| wing 9 6 iſh, youropet tht 
the late lord Angleſ v7 A 
noble counteſls; 


115 * 
. ſos. the W 18 that 10 


tb j ou Lach one of the wol hideous cha- 
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as depending upon the conſtruction ind rignjt 
ünderſtanding an obſcure or intricate point of 


law; 1 Would certainly Rot attempt to trou? 


bie youf lordſhips with any thing upon e 
ſubj . neither ſhould 1 preſume to give - 


ſelf; but 1 look upon it to be altogether & 


enſion every man of common reaſon, who . 
Has heard and attehded to the evidence, maß 
form an opinion ind give a jndginent upon. 

In what I ſhall fay, 1 do not mean or with 
to draw over any body to 57 opinion; 1 do 
not mean to argue the Eaſe in favout of one 

rty, and againſt another, but merely tö 
party the Stounds, upon which T have dad 
| my opinion, and which I now think the mote 
incumbeſit on me to mention ts the houſe, as 
1 fied, it differs fröm To great ati authority ad = 
that of the learned and 'Hioble lord, hb 5 Hd 
poke before R a IAG k; 


x obliged to mentioh ay thing Har 
pe, the noble fitting viſcount wi 
| look pon, it it 25 meant to throw ahy dilreſpe& 
or  refle&ti on upoh kim; With reluctance 5 
4 th aſhes of the dead 3 and with fegztet 

nd 


ater of a wal, Ca is now no 


i e 


e t 1874 


dle kay 4 
proof, and. oY 


1 15 "Ut obſcure tradifiAiGn 
N to aſcertain by LR 


| whic h tecoutſe muſt beer? to e 


e it 18 neceſlaty; bef re an | ſuc eri 
dence can be admitted br pefiey ed, that, the 
' petiole von- 
cerned ſhould be perfeAly known and under 
The tharatter" 5 the late earl" of | 
Anglefey, the princip al "aftor | in this 1. . 
dinary affair; i is fo bly enerally khown, tha 
it 1s unneceffary for ihe 17 
detail of, and indeed”; At Pheſene- 


am not 


0 the forty, that” it is ſo Notorious, 26 it faves 1 me 


the painful and diſagreeable taſk of delineating 


raters 


SiG YM 5 100 fotzect of your fordſhip's confifferation, 


1 io "the examinittion' of this wies t 


yielf obliged is order to repteſetit it 
in Fo No to repreſent” in an "unfavouryble, 
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the deciſion of the queſtion it- 


; gin queſtion upon a fact, which in my appre- 1 


5 


gb 1010 a parcel, 


ja 


1 . 1 9 3 | 


a (raters bea ever deformed human na- . n 


ci e n the reptoach of living wit a. mung whets x 


many other atchievetments having married 
umd deſerted two wives; wich both of : whom 
me had received conſiddrable fortunes; with 
+Suhkiof)whom he had lived ſeveral years, 
and by one of whom he had had ſeverat chi- 
den is 'ſuppoſed ſuddenty to have opened 
his eyes 


and ſimplicity of a duntry girl at an alehouſe, 
chat he deteimines andmmediate reformation; 

andoby: way of g atonement ſor his former 
| misbebauiour in the life-time of both Wis 
wivegihe-takes this girl: under his protection, 
takes her into his houſe, and gets ber wich 
child: Aſter ſome months paſſed in rhis 
manner: Ann Pruſt, the firſt of the two wives 


I mecitioned before; died in Devonſhitre; here 


ſhe had ręſided for feveral years in obſcurity = 
und indigente Lord Angleſey upon hear- 

lng of ber death Was in ſuch a hurry to d 
tothe Injured innobenee of this young 
lady, that he immediately goes over to Wales 
in order to lay hold on whatever eſſtete, hie 
wile might have left: He never went aſhore 
there but executed a letter of attorney to 2 
Ma Lanns a ſurgeon, a truſty and probably a 
neceſſary! friend of his; ta adminiſter to his 
Wie's effects and returns difectly to Reſs; 
atid o fdùr of ot being able to find u par 
ſon to marry him when hè returned; he took 


ane with him to Wales, and brought him backs) 


with whom be protveded to Camolin as we 


have heard from the evidence. In a"day' or” | 


tho after their teturn 4" marriage was pro- 


poſed by miy tord, which after ſome ttle he- Annefl 


ſttatiom on the part of tlie lady usb agreed 
to, and-theywere married by Mre Laurence 
Neib the parſon, who had been brought for 
that purpoſe, in the preſence 'only of Mr”! 
Nixon Donovan; che lady's brother, a 0% 
trooper of nineteen vr twenty, and Charles 
Kavanaghz2a drunken ſteward of my ſord' s. 
F bis marriages we are told, it was neceſſary 
tc lep à proſbund ſecret, as lord Angleſdy 
woas ſald to be in the power of Mi. Chaiges' 


Auneſley, who; if he had known of ity-woutd: !- 
not tees inked ie % Thisgwarthe!! 


_ eaſing: iÞ-ſappole,- why tw uch proper per- 
_ ſol were ſelected to keep this important: fe=:; 


cret : Nison Donovan, à young trooper: 


io from the natural levity of a young many”! 
and frem vnnity on account of the alliande, 
wölde have: been likely to have divulged' it, 


| or Wb Af he had had the pride and ſpirit of ing ä Was Bot ſe i- 


ä wpon his former imiſcondu@s andche 


he never had knbwn At, And he had no hit! 


order to ſabèe the nee his Rr from 


- was not hu wife: The ether wirheſt, 
- are told War de much dudigken to drinkin 
that his hand- wyiti by it z 


we 


every body: kviowb, chat u Ururkard 10 dhe 


propereſt perſon an the Wofld to intros 
n feefery 31's SIX, Rur di nw n 
os The beg utstvu, wat I; have ie 
maria „n thi: lord. ley, 
* with Khifdz had" u mind to 
asd g u heir in ordernibd ver Mr. Charles 


had 5 legitimate ive” male: New; if 


that was (really this inbtiveß his alete 
would ma ve bern mote. 


if her had declared — (for rey 
to a: vindiatives hing-loſes Half 1 eng 


the perſan wannded det not Eno tue r 3 
from which! he received the tur! Chifes 


Atinefley*vil#nor have bee vexed at it, if 


dren, hb could be hurt at᷑ it after: his Ubath; 


As to what las been ſaicb of lofd Angleſey t 


being in the power of Charles . 
whatever: might” hays! been d the eaſs! afters 
warde, he 6ertainly" wahl gt then ima his 
power, (for thefſiwerethe that! time in a Rats 
of pen 
over e Kugland d ſhort Linis after This U 
ledged - Arſtuthartiage inder ita wit 


appbab dn the houſe w Horde'of; Grab Bra“ 


apainſt :k"d6Efee; which (Charles Afi 
obtained Mm the court df chanct#ythere! 
him: So rhkt till mar debfeb hae 


md the ſueſtration wes obtained by C hafen 
lord Anglefey S not in hispoweryi 
eee ee eee nent! 


openly tha ſecretly upalnft' him. 
In ew6/'6t"thirss „ 5 
ledged märmage in yt: lord Angle 
whether/it as, that he 15 ſatiated witix dhe 
adh, 286 Whether he as firuek Wick remade! 
at Hainz thattied her, ur at not having nate! 


ried her r ανheͤther fe tHought the marry<s 


ing one wife vas not à ſufficient atonement 


for defettingitwoy ä | 


where iff A thott time his vitae and con 
eee 


mifs Ste with-whom,'by'the frien _ 


terverition of MVH He had gut acyuditited'; - 
he forgor-Bisteld and "his few wiſe in Ireland, 
and propoſed⸗ "66! tb tber ef mit- 
Sales, ro whe 

his"conſent®? but in fhdit time after mece-"" 
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Maggs” wwe nent im teinuinder, in ene 
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rene ang after- 
_ «Wards in a very facetious manner aver MP 4 ſhew upon what E found my opinion, that he 
8 


the power of Charles Anneſley. Lord An- 


V 4 10 I» 1995 
; | the rdpſenteds. aud they webe mar- 80 tur 1 hre Bean bert auvillagty ds 
enter into the character of lord Angleſey; td 


bottle before a large company; at lord An did not from intereſt, from love, from i- 


ſey's bouſe in Bondon a related by the evi - ſection, from juſtice, from deſire; or from 


dence, and this without uny injunctions of 'reſentment marty Juliana Donovan at thie 
ſecrecy, or caring one far thiag ſor: dere time, that is mee in the certificate 
Anneſley, or the bread that he wih: toicat Mt Nn ot ied od ovoid. lonth wi Eta 
tho' this was in Auguſt 1742, after. A. 1995 When a 4 le offered to corro- 
'cree had been afſirmed in the hofſe of lords e a fact, which is in itſelf doubtful, it is 
of England, and he was then really in neceſſary; that that circumſtance (ould be 
ſomehow: analogous to the character of the 
gleſey ſtaid at this time two years in England, perſon; from hom it is ſuppoſed to have pro- 
where he lived with miſs eben left ceeded :- Thus, if it were advanced in order 
miſs Donovan, the preſent lady Angleſey, at to ſhew the probability of a marriage ber 
Camolin, ſhe ſaye, with a coach and four tween lord Angleſey and Miſs Donovan, that 


mares to attend her, and at the head vf his ſuch a marriage was, neceſſary to gratify either 


family, and that) except taking the name, lis intereſt, his appetite, or his reſentment; 


the was uſed in every teſpect as his wife: To there indeed the character of the man would * 


be ſure, his lrdſkip-had a very. ſingular we- be ropght'in in ſapport of be circumſtance; 
thod. of uſing. his wives. But it appears. by end I mould think it extremely probable 3 


- Tome papers, that are in the exhibits, that her but when a tender of a ſentimental affection is 


ladyſbip was in very great diftreſs a for there mentioned as a motive for the marriage of 
is a papet, which. appears to be a letter from ſuch a man, it muſt be rejected and laughed 


ber to one Michael Lacey, I ſuppoſe, ſome at by dug body rer and moſt bighly 


ſervant or ſteward” of lord Angleſey's; it is improbable. it e 
dated in May 1743, in which ſhe tells him, . eee ee 20 probability being i in my 
That ns be had told her, he would: pay her opprebeaſion. altogether againſt this marriage 


any little money, ſhe laid out for my lord's of 174 let us inquire what proof is offered 


houſe, ſhe ſent him the under · written account, to us of it. Lady Angleſey herſelf id the 


which contained three. or four ſmalllatticles, only perſons who ſwears: directly to it; and 


the amount of the whole being but fix ſhil- with reſpect to her teſtimony 1 ſhall only 


logs and two-pence halſpenny; and ſhe then ſay, that there are ſome trials, which are too 


begs, that he will ſend her the amount, as ſhe. ſeyere for! the feelings and affections of the 
in in great want of the money. This does human beurt, Ve e r 
not look like the letter of a nobleman's wife: of them. nenn 003 15 2 
at the head of a family ; nor can it be ſup- The next evidence kit ie is an e 


| Poſed, that ſhe. would, if ſhe was then really is the certificate of 1747, ſigned by Mr. 


married, have any longer ſuhmitted: to con- Neil and witneſſed by Charles Kavanagh and 
ceal it, but would have called upon Neil Nixen Donovan. Mr. Neil, whoſe. charac- 
and Rayanagh to haye borne teſtimony, that ter ſo much unneceſſary pains in my opi- 
was his wife ; at a time when it appears nion has been taken to eſtabliſh, was the 
by ber pwn letter ſhe was ſo vegzlected and - chaplain; and companion of the earl of An- 
left in ſuch diſtreſo; and at a time when ſhe gleſey, whom, we are told, he married to 
knew, lord Angleſey was actually living with Miſd Donovan vrichofit a licence or publica- 


another woman in England 5 for whom from tion of bans, contrary to his duty as a cler- 


the inconſtangy of his diſpoſition ſhe. had the gyman, and at a time when he knew lotd 
greateſt rcaſon to fear being deſerted and for- Angleſey had another wife alive, Who was 


faken. Lady Angleſeg tells us, the had te- then actually carrying on a ſuit in the eecle - 


Ne 


L 


ceived. ſeveral very affectionate letters from ſiaſtical court to eftabliſh her marriage; and | 


lard Angleſey, when he was at that, time in if. vpe can give credit to one of the witneſſes 
England, not one of which letters have been produced to the character of this Neil, he 
produced 3 tho A petſon of her. ladyſhip's' had been turned out of a cutacy in Dublin 


 underſtapding: muſh; have, known, 2 ſuch for ſome irregular. behaviour of the ſame kind. 


lettem would: have been the ſtrongeſt, ſupport This is the reverend gentleman, a gentleman, . 


of the gertifiratey if ſhe had ever been obliged | | of literature and nn eng reſpectable 
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to have produced _—_ proye hs r 
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hen ure is t give io aut born to ho 

certificate « of 1741... 9 18855 

As to the bend: writing of Nixon Donoyan 
that certainly. has not been proved.z two poor 

norant,, iterate, wrete es were produced-to 
ſwear to it: It. was, ſhocking to find, chat 
ſuch evidences, could be procured; I am ſure, 
what they ſaid, 8015 bave no weight with 
| My 9 7 Wah take no farther notice 
| hem. q 


wy Fg > 


Yon! truſt to my,, 0: own eyes. Several people 
were produced, who ſwore, the name to the 
i certificate, and the name ſigned, to ſeveral of 

95 the exhibits, were. the hand- -writing of Kaya- 
wb, Among theſe witneſſes was Mr; Cor- 
nelius Donovan, 2 to lady Angleſey, a 
perſon. not alrogether, clear of the ſuſpicion 
of having himſelf, ap a band i in the forgery ; 
the others appear a ill to be either: the debtors, 
tenants, or dependants of lord. Valentia; and 
i”; all illiterate men, who could not poſſibly 
_ judges. of hand-writing. I don't know, 
what | impreſſion, thei evidence might haye 
upon others, bue all, i can ſay, is, that thoſe, 
who, can believe, that Charles Kavanagh 


1 


2 


wrote | the name to the certificate, and the 


names figned, to the. exhibits, are of a diffe- 
rent opinion from 4 me. It is ſaid, that Ka- 
"ra wrote differently at different times: 

rue, it appears by the exhibits, that he did ;; 


But tho' there 1 a difference in the ſize 


ol the letters, the. Myl p Ya the hand-writing 
is viſibly the ſame in them all; he wrote 2 
free ready running 4 $M foch. a8 a perſon. 


much uſed to writing uſually does, which is 


apparent in the wort, as well as in the beſt, 
of his writing : but the name ſigned to the 


certificate is hot at all in the ſame ſtyle 3 


drunk or ſober Charles Kavanagh could never 
have wrote it; it is an aukward ſtiff hand of, 
A perſon, who wrote. neither freely « nor. malls. 
and was not much uſed to writing. 

| Town, 1 it would be very hard to 9 — Fig 
| ptoof 0 of a marri n which the honour, , 
| the reputation, t Won eſtate, and every thing 
Ty that i is valuable i in life, may depend, upon ſo 
precarious and uncertain a 1 as the 
ſimilitude or dit imilicude of a. hand-writing. . 
Wrhien a man has been married and lived 
openly and. reputably, with his wife for.a,pum- 
ber of years, it would be very hard, and in- 
deed very unjuſt,” at a 155 at diſtance of time 
to oblige him | to prove his marriage any other 
way than by t the. notoriety. and, , Feputation. of - 


wy laßt on Its orjexpect 1 


25 7 


MY '; ky 


ob dhe contre a matriage'id tet up} which. 
ealed, but- repeatedly .and::induſtriopfly deb 


1 
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never was heard of, which not only was com- 


nied dy the parties themſelves ; then, indeed; 
ſome better proof than the mere aſſertions of 
the parties whoſe intereſt it is to eſtabliſm 


the matriages will be expected: and if a cer- 


tificate.ſhould. be ptoduced in ſupport of thoſt 
aſſertions, which upon the very face of it 


wen bears evident marks of forgery! and-altera- 
3 1 1 think, 


tion, and the hand-writing of which: ap- 
pears at the very firſt glance ſtrikingly unlike 
the wxiting of the perſon, who is ſaid to have 
ſigned it, then indeed the diſſimilitude of the 


band-wrizingy - added to the want of repu> 


tation eircumſtance, and probability muſt 
operate not only wich a grout, | but Py. 
with. A deciſive, effect. "FI en enn ON i 
In the year 17525: we are told, \thay lord 
Angleſey. thought it adviſeable to have the 
ceremony of his marriage performed: over a- 
gain, and Mr. Neil is again produced; ſe - 
veral of the neighbours, were; invited to be 
preſent at the weddiog, and beſote the ſo- 
lemnization of it Mr. Neil ſays, that he 
had martied: lord Angleſey to lady Angleſey 
at the time, that Was mentioned iu à oertiſi- 
cates, which, he ſaids he had written at the 
time, and which he then held in his hands 
but did nc read ont to the company. The 
marriage cetemony Was then performed, and 
a certificate, was: immediately dawn up by 
Mr, Langs, ſetting farth that lord Angleſey 
had acknowledged,-that he bad been married 


to lady Angleſey. When? ndt on the 15th. 


of September 171, hut at ſome other time 3 
for the word, that n. appears September, 
has certainly been altered ſince the ſigning 
that certificate. It is plaio the word Was 


originally Odober 5+it:.is apparently alteted 


by-a different hand, and certainly with à dif- 
ferent ink. It cannot be conceived, that if 
there was a miſtake in the date of ſo yery ma- 
terial a paper, as this. was, that it would not 

have been wrote over again, or at leaſt, if 
they were ſo very flovenly and careleſs nor to TY 
take that trouble, it would have. been cor- 
reed. on the ſpot by the ſame hand, and 
with the ſame pen and ink, with, which it 
was Written. If i it was. al altered, as; it is plain, 

it was, after the witnelſes ſigned it, it cer- 


J tainly i is not the ſame, they ſigned to, and can 


give no rengih to the certificate of 1741. 
This alteration does not ſeem to me to have 
been ſufficiently attended to; it appears 10 


1251 1 Tuppoſe,, no court in the. world 5 me of the greateſt conſequence, en rea- 
But . 60 me vba. 3 Som 01 10% 
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 relivved'by\ſottie" ſonal! cotitfibations from th 


the marriage of 17 lord Angle 
hich twenty pounds a year) which ira 
, tinued to enjoy til his death; ty He never gave 
nien Apidicei all che time, thut be Kept the ſuſpirion expt 
ſectet 6f the marriagerof 1741," which it was traoidih 
of ſo much e nn Ir 
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A ee eres ee es —jꝙ—— ——ß— 
4 — 3 
* : 
N. 5 


* 


Juppolleoit/ wir not thautght material, in what 
ninotii aſter the dtath if Ann Pruſt at was 
ſuppoſod to huye happehed! In the begin 
Kikg: of September lord Nngleſey was in 
Walesz and ihderd - he was ann 
Aucky td bis Winds tides; and, olle harſte 
dhiſes; to get to Camolin time enough to 
demande e n of chat month. At the 
time of the mapriige, the 8th of October 
47524 it is möſt probable, that month was 
the uppermoſt in the thoughts of him, w⁰ 
wrote, or him who contrived; the certificate; 


the 15th of October 1% Was undoubtedly 


after the return of lord Angleſey from Wales, 
und a period at hich at that time they 
did not imagine any <xception:-could*be tac 
ken; bat, I ſuppoſe; upum a ſubſequent er- 
aminations wflen tue harry of this: buſineſs 
Was over ne foundz* chat untuckily the 
-x5th of October would not do * The pure 
bene tres wn Fin and Jord 


en Dublity;? what 


2 ; 7 Neil was always re 


Ohattes\Kiiywnbgh, Who were both” dend, 


thi} ind 


we perlen obe were, hing and were pre- been 
ſent at the mart 


ef 1555 thoft'probubly 
opuld not be prevdiled on do ſign « few cer- 
tiſſentep ner would it have bern ſufe to have 
alſttd Wem; ſo that tey were obliged to 


Ater the dhe of 17325 to hate ver time they 


thought it moſt convenient to date the certi- 


fſteute of 1 in bags} is va) Nie 90 261] 


There is another cireumſtance, Which 
materlal with reſpect to 
Mr. Nell; he it ſeems; ſometime after the 
alleged marriage of 1) was - Ufmilled 


= 


from lord "Angteſey's"family,-if we can give 


any. chedit to that very extraordinary diſcourſe 


upon tte woad; related to us by Mr! Kaya" 
nitzh J froch that time he Iwed in very great 


indigener dandf diſtreſo, and as occaſional] 4 


but it does not appear, "that he ever 
of ty! aſſiſtance” ftbm bord Angleſey; to 
whom he Had been ſo ferviceable. But after 


nag WEE 


12 "YL . : 
2 FEY the fabrication of: vive tv? 
marriage in en was determined upon 1 


A is 60 be obſerves, that Neft did not fg 
the” ovttificaterof 1754; nor is there a wor, 


Me Neil appe 
Action, Fully Jute me'for forming ſuch | an 


ne one ep Was ever tiken' by lord Anz aleſe T 
_ebuldijuſt 4 bility Night ati new-certificate;" us | 


Mr. Talbot af 


1 gave 


not aug known * V e 
could be no longer of any ſervice *. os 

ing er do" ny miſchief dy" revealing. 
ſeetet, ther lord Angleſey allows him ty 


yy 


pounds u year; the conſideration for this pon 


Kon, L'chink, müſt be obVious to every man. 


of Neib's declaration ih it; but on the cou 


trary it appears from Mr. Mafterfon's en 
. dence, chat Weil, 28 och 25 the ceremony of 


the n went gut of the wom; he 


teulked off to be füre to avoid queſtions. 
lte a truth, and à lamentable one; an 
requires” but very littſe knowledge of the 
world to have obſerved, that there are 
_ fone perſons; whoſe: ne 
truth are ſo very contfactec that 


ions of boneſty nd 


be 'ptevailed on to fay,” What th 


tink;zevbunts' *for "Neil's" not Cghing* the Wi 


certißkste df 1752, or reading loud che cer 


tificate of 7747 : and, I think, the light, that 
eats in duting chi is whole tranſ⸗ 


opinion of him. Neil lfved "till 1 


b hi, mesig to *eſtabliſhthe martiage 


2/ 
1747 in the ecclellaſti 4 


cal court, tho“ he had. 
y adviſed to it "by his. counſel z 
nor was "Neil erer od] led upon'to make any 


affdavit, or give any 7 teſtimony of it, tho” 


they alf muſt: have Ne how much ſuch 


an afidavit"wis neceſſity t6 eſtabliſh a war- 
riage; | which; they knew, would be con-, 
teſted after lord An pleſey's'd eath ; and which F 
as far as Anh SD cbilld go, was then 
aQtuilly '<ontefting'in hls life lime. 
As to the "declararibhs' ef ord Ang Steſey, 
they weie ö mash au #6 Cögtradleey, chat 
whether we believe them all, or whether we 
don't believe any bf them, I think, it is e- 
aAly the ſime' thing in the 700; before 1 1752, 
they were uniforinly '( wept in a yery e 
tiaordindry” inſtahce 'br tw mentioned by. 
Mr. Maſtefſon) againſt the be 
marriage of 17741 after the rranſadtion, of. 7 
1752, it is not furp nina . 9 * ere 
otherwiſe," b i þ 5 . Uh 
Wome ok worry org omg th 


unuſual, aeg 
cence ate made; "whe 
ry. (ara poo 


ſwear to; ot to w. ite and ſigh e Would "i 1 
be afraid te- declare and to büblicd. ' This, 


* 
V a 
84 
1 « 


"at egard 
'& bh. hah k bis 9 J 
_ certaigly have ſome eight; it is yery exiraor- 
Yinary,. 15 lord Augleſey 178 174 "ll 
3752 52, then | pretty far advanced in years, never 

e 7 making ay, e 
15 d thoſe ch dren 
0 


proviſion 
, for whom, .we 
If much e affeRion 
Y Ber” the death! 'of Char es Anneſley in the 
WE; of 1747 led Angleſey ha ; Ho a 
fear ; it then dame his intere 


M 


0 eft N 1 
* to have declared his wafrisge, an and d to 
ave 
"Yer to cut off the exp Nation | of the right | 
| irs of Charles Aanelley,, who v were ibtitled 
0 remainder of his third of the ef ate, in 
legitimate 


WIR; 


* lord Angleſey died without 


roduced his heir, if he! had one, in or- 


. ral children 1 different 
| them names 
in 1743. It caanot be, ſupp 


ch 90 5 11 8 18 oF th Lia 
wer went, the, had Ee = EX= 
ay fayour, of 4 Simpſon ; and ber 


ende ſl arg 'one « 195 . 
"claimants, * 895 Pg 
this "will, is EL rk 

of his iſlegi ET, IT ink, 7 9 2 
e ſubniitiee ts a acce 8580 he eſtate 
undes g! ee will i is, a me Nene proc 
and confeſſion « of bis legitimacy... . 4 

"The number of contradiftions, 5 that care | 
. found in lord An gleſey's g ill” only ſhew 


the confuſed and ales fate of "i 
the perſon, . who Fig eB them, 
part of, his will, where 2 fays, that before bis 
marriage. with his \ preſent, wife be had fev Ve- 
Women, e 


150.9 

| t 189016] 
gifs Rane ea 
world, t at thoſe 


ind of 


ichard Anne 


'by this to declare to 


ue male. Lady ngleſey;, I think, » (ays, t oF 5 W , 
x As 1747, or hereabouts, the, ' ſecret was children, Which he had taken fuch 1 
75 : 5 Th 
opening by degre and that lor che "pains to bave- beliey J. E were ba 
ſeemed Ac it it zould 1 tranſl urs, tards ; it can only be loo loc ked upon 48 the na- 


: een 
rok Seal in 1748 or 1749 lord "An leſey 
his wife lady Angleſey to one 1 the 
Paal in his. preſence ; this part, of Mr 
Crt 's evidence, . eſcaped | 


his. memory, 
when he 1 Was, xa 1 


J in England. In re 
5 their memories much refreſhed, 1725 they 
were examined there, | Af lord Ang eſey was 
really dehrous, that 
believed, what could be the reaſon of t that ex- 
"tracrdinary compulſion and cruelty, 0 much 


complained of by lady. Angleſey, - in forcing 


er to f her maiden name to a warrant for 
acknowledging. ſatigfaRion upon the co jr 
4 Ry ext obtained in her name opt 
r. Anneſley of Ballyſax in 7 f he - 
bee 7 of divulging his warriage, 
a could haue had a ROY AL wy op- 


ym 
5 wei 1 after OY 


dra th. the v. whole #0 the Iriſh WY 


ith 1g II 
old | 


would a man in the. 1 
| life, in the preſence of God, declare and'put 
his hand to a falſbood or 8 "fraud? A8 


every, one of the witneſſes ſeem to have 


this marriage. Would be 


and Jpeng,, and whole 1 | 


19 7 | ado with] Pim , an 


tural effect of, that PRO, and int Conil 
'ence, with'which, happily for mankind , Even 
he e plans, of, FInd, ars Maner 


conſtanly. attended. 3 Ba n 4 | 
el laid v 1 u the* dat | 


Much ſtteſs has beer 
will of. lord | Angleſey 4 185 1 — 
alt ſolemn act of his 


man certainly would not. But this bas 
which dll lo much renderneſs and } pious 
care of 1525 Angleſey and her children, does 
not car ſame ſpirit of Chriſtian charity 
and: 9 throughout z he there makes 
7 pron for one Vile and one kt of Fhil- | 
ren by ro Pobtht another Wife and another ſet 
* children. That poof Woman, Ann Simpfon, 
whom be had betra trayed and, deceived into 2 
marriage, whoſe fortune be had received 
r paltry annuity of | 
201, a Fear, ' which, ſhe. xd from her parents, 
he Ya ad made her levy a fine 0 of and ſell for his 
u ſe ; who 'he . o cruelly, ' while the 
10 T de op unjuſtly and 


inhy anly. put CE im, who he 
7 Reon of the 5 * . e be bad 
e a. broyla * an for Pas and het. c child _ 3 


What 
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